






'■sla^, \^ C> 



t>fbrarlan 


Vttupara Joykosi^^vt rui'^iv: Libraif 
Oovt. of \^'uti bonga) 





LOCAL GOVERNMENT; 

THE FRANCHISE QUESTION. 


J'The L'ibt'ral party liave been bo bnsiJy engaged in fighting Illr. 
IHitehio's obnoxious Compensation Clauses, that they have liestowi-d 
dittk^or no consideration on the Local Covernmeiit Electors Bill, on 
whjch' the Alinistorial scheme of local government relbrm is basi’d. 

Tl^ 

foiindations have been “ pa.ssed/' the ])roposed sujierstrucl.ure 
alsfie is condemned. Vet this Bill, which has already been sent uj) 
tof^the House of Lords, falls far shoj’t of thi^ ideal of a good Jjiberal; 
and unless, contrary to all precedent, their Tjordships introduce inb> 
it.largo and sweeping amendments of a reforming character, it will 
leave a considerable proportion of the adult population without voii’o 
or vote in the management of their own local aflairs. 

'I’lie Government have considered that the necessities of the case 
will bo met by extending the municipal franchise' to the new local 
government districts which they propose to create. 1’hat tli(» 
mnnicipal franchise is a narrow and restricted one weighs os nothing 
in their minds: the liict tluit it is enjoyed by 210 municiiial 
boroughs seems to them a full and suflicient reason for its adoption 
as the basis of local government throughout tlio conalry. 'J'lu'se 
municipal boroughs, liowevor, represent only a fraction of the popu¬ 
lation, while the new .Ministerial measuj-c will affect considerably 
over three-foiii'ths of the inhahitanis of Mngland and VValea The 
introtlnctioii of a measure so far-r<NX(*hing as. this aiVorded a fit and 
pi*oper opportunity for a full examinafiou of the anomalies and 
restrictions of the municipal frau<;hise, with a view tet their removal 
or amendment. But the Govommeut have tliought otherwise; and 
'the consedjueuce is either that this ingiortant tpiestion will bo shelved 
for an indefinite period, or that, if the Lib(*rals do their duty, it will 
occupy the time and attention of the House of Commons'|or session 
after session until full justice in this matter has boon dome. 

For some weeks after the introduction of Mr.‘ itl^lue’s Bills it was 
the fashion to speak of them as democratic, Tbsy are nothing of 
the kind. They will effect only this: that loc^ affairs ■will be 
administered by the representatives of sortie'of the ratepayers. But 
the great bulk of the adult inhabitants will remain, as now, wholly 
unropresented. In these circumstances there will not be much 
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caiiBO for regret if it. slioujd as is suspected in some quarters, 

that the Government have ifb, intention of carrying their Hills this 
session. 

The attempts made to amt'nd th(‘ Kloctors Hill in committee 
showed that liie Hilieral leaders are lully alive to many of its defects. 
Hut tlndr ellbrts wm'o i’utih'. ^Ir. Stansfold vainly' endeavoured to 
carry an amendment to assimilate th(* qualification of eh'ctors of 
guardians of the poor (ineliuling the abolition of the plural vote) to 
the- conditions prescrilx'd in the Hill with regard to (doctors of the. 
coimly jiulliorities. 'I’lio amendnu'Jit wa.s a perfectly reasonable one, 
and iK'cessary, if merely for tlm sal^.(^ of consistency; for, if the Hill 
become law, boards of guardians will bt' the only' local authority 
elect 0(1 under the ])lural system of voting. Moreov(T, a sound 
argument has yet to bo found in favour of b(‘stowing six votes on 
tho occupier of property of the annual value of X'dob, while restricting 
tlu; less fortunate occupier (jf property worth h'ss than .Lot) a year 
t<j one vote only. Ncv(Tthelcs!3, the (hn’ommenf, with th(( aid of 
their ohediimt followers, succeeded in deb'atiug tho anunidmeut. 

l’rof(‘.ss<jr Stuart made a gallant hut unsuccessful etlbrt to securo 
the eufraiicliisenient of London lodgers, and a similar amendment, 
which nu't with a similar fate, was moved by Mr. llobhouse w'ith 
regard to country districts. In support of all tlu'se amendments it 
was pointed out bow (h'sirable- it is to have only one register for all 
electoral purposes. As women and peers who are legally (pialilicLi 
are* entitled to vote at hjcal but jud. at I’arliaineiitaiy (deetmns, 
it was suggested that tludr names should Ix-i imdndcd in sepai’ato 
lists. 

It. is u(d. alom* on tho ground of (*couoniy' that tho proposal foi' 
otui regisU'r is to be- ivcommeuded. Ilegard must also Ix' liad for 
the bepuzzled claimant for a vote. 'I’lu' conditions oii which a vote 
at t.h(‘ election of a vestry or a hoai’d of guardians is granted ]iav(( 
little in common with those on w'hieh the present uiimioipal and 
new local go\eriim(‘nt franehis(i is based, wdiili* lhes(‘ in tlujir turn 
difler widely from the conditions on whicli tlie riglit to vote in tho 
election of a member of I’arliament depends. 

In all democratic countries tlu* idain duty of the I.(‘gislaliirc is to 
lu’ing the franchis('w'ithin llu' ea-siest possible r(*ac]i of duly (pialified 
cili/.('ns. In tin* United Kingdom, on the other hand, the franchise 
is " caliiiK'd, crildn'd, confmed.” and hedged round wnth restric¬ 
tions. How annoying tlu'si* restrictions are, and how diflicult. it is 
for a inau not poss(>ss(‘d of an expert’s knowledg(' on tho suhjc'Ct. 
to know whether and why he is or is not entitled to a vote, and how, 
if unenfranchised, he may h(*come (pialified, will be gatlu'red from 
the follow'ing specification of tho chief conditions on whicli the Parlia¬ 
mentary. municipal, and other local franchises are granted. 

It should bo noted that in every case—except that of lodgers— 
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the franchise depends upon the paj'ment of all poor-rat(?s payab(e 
six months before the termination of the qualifyinjif period. 

1. Vestry Ele(3TIons— 

Quaiifi/hijj pcrioff. One year up to the dale of election. 
Perx(ms r/iudijird. Male and ftunale resident rntepayer.s, 
livijUtci'. '^rin' rate-book. 

Hifxlviii of wthif/. As many voles as 1heri‘ an' vacancies. 
Only one vote to be pfiven for any candidate. 

2. Election oe (Iuari)ian.s ok the Took— 

period. Same as above. 

Persons (pwlified. Male and female ratepayers anil owners. 
lietjistt'i\ y'iie rate-book. 

l^yslem of rofin;/. One vote for each vacaiity on a rental of 
less than £-50; two votes betwven £-50 and £100; three bet ween 
£100 and £150 ; four betwei'ii £1-50 and £200 ; live between 
£200 anil £250; and six for £250 and over. 


3. School Boards— 

Q.iKdi/j/iiif/ period, person'^ 'junUjled^ and rc;/istrr. Saine as 
in case of vestries. 

Hiuslevi of Totin;/. Oiimnlative, one vote for eacli vacancy. 

. ...4. MUXICll’AL (JoRroRATlON.S— 

>» 

' (This is the system which, with slijjfht moditieations, Mr. Bitehio 
'proposes to adopt with regard to the new County C^oniieils.) 

Qnnl'if;/in;/period. One year up to July 15 in the year in 
which the register i.s made up. 

Perxon.x f/mi/ijiri/. IMalo or female ratc])ayers residiiig in 
constituency or within seven miles of it. Occupiers of ])i'emises 
claiming to lie rated and tendering rates due. ^Occupiers of 
land of tlie annual value of ll<t or u])wards. 

Jleijis/er. S|) 0 cial. 

hi/x/eni if roiiui/. iSamo as in vestry election.s. 

Register comes into forci' in Novi'inbi'r. 


5. PaKLIAME.NTAUV Ih.KCTIOX.S— 

Qnidifijiii;/ jirrii/d. »Sanie as in municipal boroughs for 
householders, ocout>iers of l:md or jiremisi's of clear unniiid 
value of £10 and lodgers, and leaseholders in countie.s. 

Erceholders and copyholders in .-ounties must have had pos¬ 
session for six months up to July 15. 

Pci'suns f/uolijied. 

(a) In^ounties— 

Forty shilling freeholders. 

■f . Copyholders of estate of £5 annual value. 

* An amendment to tlio Local Government Electors Bill enfranchising such 
ocpupiers was carried in the House of Commons, and is not likely to bo defeated in 
the House of Lords. ■ 
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Occupiers of land and tenements at rental of not less tlian £50,. 

Tjeaseholders of sixty years’ lease where annual valuo is £5, 
or of twenty years’ lease where annual value is £50. 

(&) In counteis and boroughs— 

nouseholiler.s. 

Lodgers wliero annual value of the lodgings unfurnished 
is £10. 

Occupiers of* land and premises valued at £10 a year. 

Occupiers of dwelling-lioiise by virtue of service or employ¬ 
ment. 

AV/y/.s//’/’. Special. Tomes into force on January 1. 
of rolitof. One vote for each vacancy. 

’J’lie receipt of parochial ndief other than medical or surgical 
assistance is a discpialilication in all the above cases. JSlpdical relief 
dis(pia.lific8 the recipient only from voting in llui election of poor- 
law guardians. 

^Vomen aro denied the rarliamentaiy franchise, but in respect of 
all the other governing bodies enumerated above hav<i full and equal 
civil rights with the sterner sex. 

. It will bo seen at once that, so far as men aro concei’ned, the 
Varliamontary franchise is wider than all otluTS. lint it i.s subject 
to SO many limitations, that at every general ('lection a very largo 
proportion of the manhood of these islands find tlu'msi'lve.s without 
the right to exercise the suffrage. The number of male adults in 
the United Kingdom is estimated to e.xceed si'veu millions, and tlu^ 
e.xcess will not bo exhausted if we include in it the inmates of our g.aols 
and lunatic asylums. The number of persons on the I’arliamentary 
register is returned at 5,800,000. This return, however, merely 
gives the number of votes which may bo jiolled, not of foters who 
may poll thorn. IVofessor 'Fhorold Ilogers recently owned to having 
a vote in eight different constituencies, and there are doubtless many 
great landowners who aro entitled to even more voles than these. 
Occupiers of both tomi and country houses, owners of land in more 
than one constituency, every man who occupies an office or place, of 
business not in the sa-me constituency as his house, provided that the 
two constituencies aro not more than seven miles apart and the 
premises occupied in the former are of the annual value of £10, non¬ 
resident freeholders, and those other non-residents qualified to vote 
as leaseholders in csounties, those who enjoy the livery or university 
francliise—all thc'se have in all probability at least two votes each, 
and in many cases more. Large deductions then have to be made 
from the return before wo arrive at the number df. electors. Five ' 
millions is probably an exaggerated estimate. 

But there is another consideration. The register does not come 
inlr. force until six months after the expiration of the qualifying 
period. Some of the electors will then be dead, many will have. 
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moved so far away as to be unable to record their votes in the 
event of an election. These latter are, therefore, for all practical 
purposes disfranchised; and they form a considerablo percentage of 
the electorate—a percentage which will steadily increase as the life 
of the register runs out. The suflerers, of course, belong chietly 
to the poorer classes, the search for employment necessitating 
frequent change of residence. 

It is on the poor that the Liberal party mainly rely for support, 
and their chances of success, therefore, largely depend on whether 
a general election takes place early or late in the year. They may 
truly say, with Bussy d’Amboise— 

“ Jfortuno, not x'e.ason, rules the stale of things.” 

But, ])nttiug party considerations on one side, there can bo no 
roMonable defence offered for a system which operates with such 
severity against one—and I hat the largest—class of voters. 

'J'he proposal, therefore, for one register—involving as it does tho 
assimilalion of tho municipal to tho Parliamentary franchise—is, 
although excellent as far as it goes, o])on to tho serious objection 
that it dons not go nearly far enough. Before suggesting, however, 
any further reform, it will bo well to deal with tlio objections whicli 
even this moderate proposal evoked from Conservative scribes and 
speakers. 

The duties of a town councillor are scarcely as important as those of a 
member of Parliament; and it reriuires less intelligence and knowledge 
■accurately to appreciate tho issues raised at a municipal than at, a Par¬ 
liamentary election. A citizen, then, who is found worthy to exorcise 
the Parliamentary franchise might surely without grave danger to 
tho State" bo pormitt(‘J to take part in the election of a vestryman 
or municipal councillor. To this it is replied that tlnx functions of 
local bodies are administrative, not legislative; that vestrymen and 
•councillors who do their duty have to occupy themselves merely in a 
judicious and economical expenditure of tho rates, and that therefore 
the only persons entitled to tho local franclii.so are tho ratepayers. 

But who ai-e tho ratepayers? Evciy one who pays rent pays 
rates. The ovcrscens may receive the rates from his superior land¬ 
lord, but in the rent of the rent-payer his proportion of the rates is 
included. Tho reduction of the rates to nil or their increase by 100 
per cent, would bring about a corresponding reduction or increase in 
the rent of lodgings in tho neighbourhood. Lodgers, therefore, are 
ratepayers. So, too, all who receive lodging as part payment for 
•services rendered must bo regarded as contributing to the rates. 
There seems to be a curious impression in the minds of many Con¬ 
servative members that the nominal ratepayer, whether he or others 
actually pay the rates, is tho only person entitled to a vote. For 
Mr. Stanley Leighton gravely proposed in the House of Commons to 
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amend the Electors Bill so that the electors of the now county councils 
shall consist only of tlioso who pay rates directly to the overseers. 
In support of his amendment, it was inontioned that in Willesdeh 
there were CiO owners of property who paid the rates made in respect 
of it, but who would not ho onfi'anchised under this Bill, while their 
1800 tenants, who did not pay tho rates, would have their names 
placed on tlie repfister. 'J'he fact tliat these tenants find the rates 
included in tho rent apparently goes for nothing. Tho mere receipt 
of rent is a f[ualificatio]r for a vote," according to tho gospel of Mr. 
lj(‘ighton ami his 'Fory colleagues who supported him. 

In this connection it is important to remember that owners of 
cheap house j)ropi?rty are in tlio habit of paying tho rates themselves, 
as. in consideration of the cost of collection being saved and in view 
of tho possibility of tho liousos btnug unoccupied during tho period 
for which tho rates are made, th.o overseers make llunn a large 
abatement off the amount of tho rates. Perhaps tho owners give 
tlu! tenants tlio benefit of this discount. Peihaps ! Wlu'thor they 
do or not, their claim to the franchise is small indeed as compared 
witli that of tho tenants. If it bo admitted that representation 
should jiccompany taxation, tlien fill who either directly or indirectly 
are subjects of taxation should be enfranchised, and the justice of the 
tenants’ claim in these cases is established. If, on tho other hand, 
there should bo no representation without taxation, tlven, in tho 
absence of other qualifications^ tho owners would have no right to 
be reprecentod. 

When Lord Sherbrooke wjis plain Mr. JjOWO, lie and ISlr. Goschen 
were accustomed with tedious iteration to protest against any exten¬ 
sion of the suffi'sigo on the ground that gravo national danger was to 
bo apprehended from tho enfranchisement of the poor and illiterate. 
Tlieir ignorance, we were told, would make them a prey to un¬ 
scrupulous agitators, and their poverty would tempt them to givo 
effect fit tho polling booths to their bitter prejudices against the 
propertied chisses. It was forgotten that tho poor have no monopoly 
of ignorance, and that the rich’ Iiave for generations utilized their 
voting power in their own interests to the detriment of tlie masses 
of their fellow-countrymen. 

But such objections are no longer worth a moment’s consideration. 
Tho Legislature has decided that neither poverty nor ignorance has 
power to disqualify, but that length of residence shall be the only 
test of a householder’s fitness for the franchise. And as it can 
hardly be contended that in this respect there shall be one law for 
the householder and another for tho lodger, those who dispute the 
latter’s claim to representation in town or county councils must 
f nd some other ground of objection. 

Wc proceed now to consider how far the extension of the benefits 
of the Farliamentaiy Reform Acts to Local Government districts 
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would fail to satisfy the just and reasonable demands of the people 
for the suffrage. 

First, as to lodgers, llonseholders may move from honso to 
house in the same constituency without forfeiting their right to 
enrolled on the Parliamentaiy register. But a lodger may not; he' 
must remain during the qualifying period in lodgings in the same 
house or lose his vote. If he change his lodgings or movjo then‘- 
frora to become a householder, he does so under pain of a year’s dis¬ 
franchisement. A more ridiculously unjust penalty it is impossible 
to imagine. 

Then, again, the value of the lionseholder’s promises is not taken 
into consideration when dealing with his claim to a vote. But a 
lodger roust occupy lodgings of the annual value of or remain 
nuenfrauchised. In suburban and country districts this senseless 
and annoying restriction jceeps many a good and capable citizen off 
the register. It often happens that a workman w'ho is employed in 
a great industrial centre, where he would have to pay os. a week for 
a room, finds that lie can get a lodging in the suburbs at 3s. or 
os. 6(/. a week, and by taking a workman’s ticket still kc('p his rent 
and railway fare below o.s. weekly, and ho determines to exchange- 
during his leisur(i liouns the smoke-laden atmosphere of the cily for 
the pure and wholesouw^ air of the suburb. No doubt he is a wise 
and sensible fellow, but the hardship of it is that by benefiting his 
health he forfeits his rights of citizenship. 

But the anomali(‘s of the lodger franchise do not end here. The 
ovi'rseers are bound under penalty (which, how(!ver, is veiy rarely 
enforced) to plac (3 every duly qualified householder on tin* register. 
But the lodger has every year to make out his claim on a form which 
is very probably a perfectly insoluble puzzle to him. 

“As there is no firm reason to be rendered” why any distinction 
should be made between a householder and lodger, it is greatly to bej 
desired that they should at once be placed ou an equal footing for 
the purposes of the frauchiso. Au addition—which could only bo 
described as enormous—wonld then be made to the electoral roll. 

The wrongs of the householder next claim attention. A paternal 
Legislature has in its wisdom sought to check any roving disposition 
on the part of Englishmen by making the lo.ss of civil rights the 
penalty for a change of residence from one constituency to another. 
•The municipal franchise can bo oxercis(3d only by those who front 
July to July continue as ocenpiers in the same borough. As the 
register comes into force in November, a bouseholder has to live for 
at least sixteen months, and often over two years, in the same borough 
before he is entitled to a vote. During all this time he is a subject 
of taxation, compelled to pay his quota of the local rates, and how¬ 
ever greatly he may object to the manner in which the local funds 
to which he must contribute are administered, he cannot make an 
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effectual protest against it by recording his vote at the polling-booth 
until his period of probation lias expired. His only consolation is 
—^if consolation it be—that ho undergoes no exceptional hardship. 
Compare the rate-book with the register in any municipal borough, 
•and it will be found that a considerable proportion of ratepayers are 
not enrolled as burgesses. 

It is very diflicult to suggest any explanation why change of resi¬ 
dence should have a disfranchising effect, except that it was perhaps 
deemed desirable to save the overseers time and trouble in the pre¬ 
paration of the electoral roll. A man who takes a new house does 
not become ipso facto a woi’so citizen or less cajiablo of exorcising 
his civil rights. He does not escape from any civil obligation, or 
from his liability to pay rates and taxes. But he has crossed the 
boundary of a constituency; and for no greater offence than this 
hundreds of thousands of English men apd women aro*to-day dis- 
franchisiid. Yet Mr. Kitchie, who has resisted successfully every 
attempt'to extend the narrow boundaries with which he has sur¬ 
rounded the local government franchise, is never tired of repeating 
the parrot-cry of “ Trust in the people,” which lie has learned from 
the Tory democrats. To bo exact, the Government should boast of 
their trust in half the people. But that trust cannot be extended 
to those who live in lodgings or move from one district to another. 
If the custom continue of describing our form of govoniment as 
democratic, the need will soon become apparent for a new and limited 
definition of democracy. 

The removal of the disabilities to which so many householders 
and lodgers are subject, would be effected by reducing the period of 
qualification to rea.sonablo proportions. The principal objection 
urged to a material reduction is that it would afford facilities for the 
creation of faggot-votes, and for swamping the wishes and opinions 
of a constituency by the importation of a mass of new electors. 
The danger is not a very real one; and, such as it is, would be 
averted by making the creation of faggot-votes a misdemeanour 
punishable by imprisonment. The punishment should be rigorously 
enforced, not merely against the faggot-voter, but also against those 
w’lio induced or paid him to make a bogus qualification for himself. 
This system, of fraud has, however, been effectually checked in Parlia¬ 
mentary constituencies by tlio Reform Acts of 1884-5, and is hardly 
likely to be resorted to for the purposes of a county council election.. 

A further objection urged against the reduction of the quali- 
fying period, is that new-comers might vote without having paid 
their rates. They would nevertheless be liable for them, and the 
local authorities might safely be relied on to enforce payment. Or 
if this objection should really weigh heavily with Parliament, a 
simple way of meeting it would be to enact that no ratepayer’s 
vote can be taken until he has paid at least one quarter’s rate. 
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With the view of depriving these objections of all force whatever, 
it might be well to fix the qualifying period at three months. The 
register could, as now, be revised once a year; but it should be the 
duty of the Registration Officer to issue once a quarter supple¬ 
mental lists of electors, including the names of all who had 1)ecome 
qualified for the franchise since the publication of the register. 

A further important reform would be effected by relieving the 
overseers from any responsibility whatever for the preparation of 
the lists of voters, and by appointing a special salaried officer to 
discharge this important duty. 'fhe overseers are not paid, and 
they leave the preparation of the lists to the rate-collectors; and 
although it is customary in every Revision Court for the Revising 
Barrister to compliment the overseers on the admirable manner in 
which the lists have been prepared, there is much more courtesy 
than truth in the compliment. As a matter of fact, the work is 
veiy badly done. Rate-collectors are not, as a rule, registration 
experts, and their main business is to ascertain the names of the 
persons from whom they have to collect the rates and to collect 
them. Thus it happens every year that in each constituency there 
are nearly as many points of difference as of resemblance between 
the overseers’ lists and the register. 

A Registration Officer, then, should be appointed in each borough 
or county division in the kingdom. His duties would be to ascertain 
wh6 are entitled to the franchise, and he should be subject to a 
hravy fine for omitting any duly qualified person from the list of 
voters; unless, of course, he could show that the omission was duo 
to no laches on the part of himself or his subordinates. 

Under such a system as this the boundaries of the franchise 
would be indefinitely increased, and, with rare exceptions, only thos(» 
would be denied the vote who were subject to some legal incai)acity. 
As to this class no plea can bo put forward in support of the 
claim of lunatics and criminals to the suffrage, while the enfran¬ 
chisement of peera for Parliamentary purposes must bo preceded 
by the abolition of the House of Lords, There is, however, much 
to be said on behalf of the recipient of parochial relief. 

In a long and severe winter many rospectalile artisans are driven 
to the parish for assistance. A long spell of enforced idleness, • 
sickness. at home, or other misfortune, may render aid absolutely 
necessary to keep the wolf from the door. The relief he receives 
from the parish may be only a few shillings in value—rconsidei*- 
ably less, indeed, than the current quarter’s rates; but even if he 
pay these latter he will be disfranchised at the next revision, and 
will remain off the register for a whole year. The punishment 
is assuredly undeserved, and by many is felt most acutely. 

Others there are who work their five days a week in the labour- 
yard of the workhouse, receiving on an average less than half the 
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current rate of wages. Here there is work done and inadequately 
paid for, and the parish, if any one, is the -gainer by the trans¬ 
action. Yet, so elastic is the meaning of the term “ relief,” in 
its parochial sense, that it includes even this ill-paid labour. The 
remedy is fortunately as apparent as the abuse. Work in the 
labour-yard should no longer bo regarded as parochial relief. 

7\nd whether ihe receipt of parochial relief should in any case 
constitute? a legal incapacity is at least open to argument. After 
every allowance has been made for results of drunkenness and 
vicious habifs, it remains indisputable that in the majority of cases 
poverty is the fault, not so much of the victim, as of the system 
iinrlcr which he slrnggles for subsistence. If, however, the period 
of disfranchisement were assimilated to the period of qualification, 
a large? ivduction would bo made in the numlxBr of those who are 
discpialifiod on account of having accepted relief from the parish. 

Any proposal for the establishment of adult suffrage is received 
with a thrill of horror by many of those who support the present 
system whh its narrow limitations and illogical exceptions. Yet 
this is the goal to which wo must advance, unless we arc prepared 
to retrace our steps. We' have crossed the border-line between 
oligarchy and democracy. Wo have done away with a property 
(jualification for the franchise. Wo have laughed to scorn the pro¬ 
posal of applying the test of knowledge. Wo recognize the right of 
the poorest and most ignorant to a vote if he lives for one year in 
one place; we decline to recognize it in the richest or most learned 
if they leave the district in which they were residing. A more 
absurd test of fitness for the enjoyment of the rights of citizenship 
cannot be imagined. Kegard for consistency, no less than love of 
justice, indicates to us the course we ought to pursue. We cannot 
go back. The genius of our Constitution is opposed to any retro¬ 
gression. Vediyia nulla reiromm has ever been our motto— 
and we must advance until our system of government has become 
democratic, not merely in name, but in form and reality. 
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The subject of nurses and tlicir work has lately been brought pro¬ 
minently before the public: (1) by tlio devotion of the Women’s 
Jubilee oftbring to the maintenance of district nurses for the sick 
poor, (2) and by the spl(‘iidid munillcenco of four of our city mer¬ 
chants, who have promised the sum of £20.000 towards starting a 
National Pension Fund for nurses and hospital oflicials. Since the 
period when Dickens portrayed Sairey Camp, a radical change has 
taken place in the public estimation of nurses, and a sentimental 
glamour has been thrown over the services rendered to the sick; but 
practical philosophy has done little to aid the, labours which semti- 
ment has admired, and few poo])le have any definite idea of what ii 
nurse’s lifi^ consists, or how frinpiontly she* seeks in vain the help 
and sympathy she willingly givc'S to others. There are thn'o chief 
branches of nursing—district, hospital, and private; and it will b(‘ 
as well to consider each in tuni, and see in what way the workers in 
each branch will benefit by the generosity of which they have just 
becemu^ recipients. 

District nurses are. supplied to the metioiwlis and most largo' 
towns by an admirable series of institutions, tlu* (‘xpimses of which 
are generally defrayed by subscriptions collectinl in t-lieir neighbour¬ 
hood. About hah* a dozen nurses usually live together under a 
lady superintendent, and at the rc'cjiu'st of doctoi-s, minisl,ers. or dis¬ 
trict visitors, they visit those in need of tlu'ir sei’vices. About fifteen 
cases are attended every thiy byejich nurse, but where tin‘re is severe 
illness two or three calls may Iiave to be nuitle on tJic same patient 
during the day, or the nurso may consider it. necessary to stay all 
night by the side, of the suffeivr. The superinttmdent manages the 
housekeeping, and keeps a list of ciuses n'quiring visaing; she 
usually receives a salary of from £50 to £70 per annum, while the 
nm'ses’ pay ranges from £20 upwards. The nurses rise early and 
breakfast together; then, having made their own beds, they don their 
cloaks and bonnets, and go their several ways. The homes which 
these women visit are sometimes those of the very poor, or those of 
labourers, artisans, or the lower middlc-dasses. In the first case the 
patient has probably some insuperable objection to a hospital, pr is 
Buffering from a complaint which precludes him from the public 
wards. Here the nurse helps in making the bed, such as it is, and 
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sees tihalf the sick man starts the day as clean and comfortable as 
iwssiblc. Not unusually, where there is great poverty, and 
the patient has been bedridden for years, the nurse acts as 
almoner to some charitable lady, and leaves behind her a small gift 
of food or clothing. In the cottage of an artisan may be a small 
child, the victim of hip disease and abscesses. Here the appearance 
of the nurse is greeted with an eager smile; for she alone knows 
how to handle the small sufferer so as not to jar the injured limb, 
every movement of which gives exquisite agony. The child is di’esscd 
and carried down to the kitchen table, which, though hard, affords her 
a wider view of life and of such incidents as may help to speed the 
weary hours. Another patient is in a rather better station of life, 
yet cannot afford to add to the other expenses of illness the weekly 
guinea, which is the smallest fee over accepted by a private nurse. 
The wife here is a helpless, nervous woman, who keeps her husband 
in a state of Irritation, and the whole house iii execrable confusion. 
In a few minutes the trained hand and educated sense of the nurse 
have reduced all to order without cither noise or bustle: she lifts 
the man without discomfort either to herself or him, while the 
crumbs are removed from the bod; and the cold, sloppy poultice, 
which before ,hor arrival was meandering about the pillow, is 
replaced by a firm, hob mass of meal, tightly, yet comfortably, ban¬ 
daged in the proper position. After two or three visits here, the 
nurse manages to tt'ach the wife a little calmness and order, and 
instructs her how to perform the few simple dulics which are necessary. 
A largo number of the visits made by district nurses are to wOinon 
lately confined; and here their presence is especially valuable, both 
to niclher and child. Cleanliness and regularity reign where a nurse 
has sway; and her common-sense dispels the many superstitions 
which actuate women to folly while in this state. It is the nurse 
who sternly sets her face against “ sleepy stuff” and patent medicines 
and foods for the infant; who persuades the mother to date her 
recovery by the return of her strength, instead of fixed periods; who 
pulls the sack out of the chimney and pronounces night air not 
injurious, and who teaches that children thrive on light and air. 
One great disadvantage is that a district nurse seldom happens to 
meet the doctor at the bedside of their common patient; often she is 
left without directions at all, or they are filtered through the muddled 
brain of some woman or child, till they are utterly incomprehensible. 
Some doctors will take the trouble to leave written orders at each 
house, and then the nurse can work with confidence. An objec.tion 
to district nurses put forward in the Ilhtstrated London News, and 
often heard in ordinary conversation, that they make one more in 
an alrea^Iy overcrowded room, that an extra person always means 
tetfa work and meals, &c., is, of course, an absurd confounding of the 
duU^ of district and private nurses. The first mentioned do not 
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take their meals in the homes of their patients, and, wjien it is 
necessary to sit by the bedside of a sick person in an overcrowded 
room, they probably see to the ventilation, which would otherwise 
have been neglected. Such is the work of district nurses, 
by which many persons are nursed much more cheaply than 
would be possible in a hospital, and which encourages habits of 
independence and thrift. The great disadvantage so fur has 
been that the system has been carried on by isolated groups, 
which have often had to struggle against want of funds. The 
need of organization and a common centre has long been felt, 
for where two or three nurses live long together they are apt to sink 
into a narrow groove; discipline gets lax, ambition fades, and they 
sadly need the companionship and moral support of fellow-workers. 
The Committee nominated by the Queen to consider the best object 
to which to devote the Women’s Jubilee Offering wisely advocated 
tlie establishment of such a central institution, with branches all over 
the country, and to which existing institutions could be affiliated. 
Women are notably more in need of discipline and methodical habits 
than men, but they are also more amenable to rules and regulations, 
and once a scheme for their guidance is completed there will bo found 
no lack of nurses ready to bow U) its rules and carry out its pi’o- 
cepts. With such a sum as £70,000 it ought to be easy to establish 
the whole conceim on a businesslike bjisis, and provide for the train¬ 
ing and supplying of superior nurses wherever they are required by 
the poor. It is to bo lioped that in the carrying out of this scheme 
the country parochial nurse will not bo forgotten. Only the genoi’al 
practitioner in a rural parish knows all the eccentricities of country 
nursing, and he alono can appreciate the good done by the parochial 
nurse. In all weathers she trudges from cottage to cottage, along 
dii'ty lanes, or across lonely heaths; she notes the temperature of 
the fever patient, and sends for the doctor when necessary; and if, 
as is often the case, the hamlet where she mini.sters is several miles 
from the town where the doctor dwells, she may be entrusted with 
the morphia-needle, to save the weary medical man from a long drive 
on a winter’s night. Perhaps no one leads a more lontdy and unselfish 
life than the nurse of a country parish who does her duty; so let 
her have the meed of sympathy and companionship that association 
with a large central institution will be sure to give her. 

When we turn to consider the life led by a hospital nurse, -we 
find her the recipient of most of the blessings denied to the district 
nurse. In the hospital are regular hours and scientific training; 
lectures and classes and examinations urge the nurse on to make the 
most of her powers; and as soon as she proves herself intelligent 
and 'capphle, she can be sure of steady advancement. enjoys 

the advantage of a medical library; she has the company of numerous 
fellow-workers; she hears lectures delivered by some of the best 



14 


The Westminster Review. 


physioiaiiB and surgeons of tte day; and it is her own fault if, while 
waiting on her patients, her moral and intellectual qualities are not 
strengthened every day. In what way, then, do these women need 
external sympathy and help ? A glance at the daily labour demanded 
of a hospital nume will soon show. A day-nurse rises at six, and 
is in her ward by seven; the first morning duty is to sweep and 
thoroughly clean the long ward, and to make perhaps ten beds— 
many of which are occupied by helpless patients. As soon as the 
doctors arrive the nurse has to wait on them; if there is a serious 
operation in the theatre, the nurse must be present. All day long 
slie has to attend to the innuraorablo wants of the ten sick persons 
under her charge. 8ho has no .sooner put a poultice on <me, than 
she has to rub in a liniment for another; she has no sooner filled an 
ice-bag, than it is time to serve the dinners. Swiftly, unceasingly, 
she passes from ono duly to another, till the diiy wanes and night 
approaches; and then, when the clock strike's half-past nine, she 
goes away to her supper and then to lier bed. During this long 
day of fourteen hours and a lialf the only rest of which she is abso¬ 
lutely sure, is the lialf-hour devoted to dinner; though in most 
hospitals the authorities try to secure to each nurse either an hour 
or two hours off’duty, during which she can get fresh air and change 
of scene. .A night-nurse is on duty for twelve hours at a stretch ; 
her work is physically much lighter, but intellectually it is far 
inferior to attendance on the doctors during the day. Now this life 
is intensely interesting, and you find no lack of noble women ready 
to leave th(5 trivial sphere to which tlujir labours are usually confined, 
and accept these prominent posts in the great conflict against pain 
and death. But though the spirit is willing the flesh is weak, and 
after a few years of this constant bodily and mental strain a w'oman 
is sure to show signs of failing health or premature old age. It is 
e.stimated that the average length of a nurse’s stay in a hospital is 
.about twelve years, and during that time, her services are remu¬ 
nerated at .about the rate of £25 per annum. This is where the evil 
of th(' hospital system comes in: it uses up the best years of a 
woman’s life, and then leaves her to secure support in her old age as 
best she can. Of course, many nurses on leaving the hospital go 
to county infirmaries or private institutions, and somcj obtain posts 
as matrons or superintendents; still there is always a residue of 
those who, having expended their talents in the service of the poor* 
and suffering, are left, when they themselves are weak and poverty- 
stricken, to struggle along as best they can. Even though it bo 
acknowledged that women are naturally improvident and unbusiness¬ 
like, it must be admitted that no adeqitate provision for old age can 
be saved on such small wages earned for. so short a period, espe¬ 
cially as a nurse often has to help to maintain some relative who is 
partly dependent oi), her. Here, then, it is that the National 
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Pension Fund will step in and organize a species of boneTolenti 
societies for tliese nurses: take care of their interests, encourage them 
to save, grant aid during sickness, and secure annuities for the aged and 
infirm. The greatnccd of combination amongstnnrses had been felt for 
years, but the small savings of the nurses were inadequate to start a 
common fund, and extraneous aid was necessary to give the idea a 
start. Thanks to the great generosity of Messrs. Gibbs, Hambro, 
J. S. Morgan, and Rothschild, and to the indefatigable zeal of Mr. 
Burdett, this need can now be mot, and from the already over-taxed 
brain of the nurse can be banished all fear of an uncared-for future. 
Over a thousand nurses have signified their dcsii'e to subscribe to 
such a fund, and, since there are quite 15,000 nurses in the United 
Kingdom, many more will doubtless rush to register their names 
now the scheme is started. There is strength in numbers, and there 
is small fear but the munificence of our four City merchants will be 
promptly appreciated and supported. 

Lastly, let us tuim to those institutions which provide trained 
nurses for the well-to-do. Borne are very old-established societies, 
patronized by special doctors, and carrying on a steady orderly business. 
The most modern institutions are generally connected with the largo 
hospitals, and have a large supply of nurses fresh from their training. 
A staff of over a hundred nurses is not unusual in one of these estab- 
. lislnuents, and all domestic aiTangements are under the care of a lady 
superintendent. The homo seldom contoins beds for more than a third 
of the nurses, for they often pass from one case to another with only 
•a day’s rest between. The charge for these nurses varies from 30s. to 
• £5 5s. a week, and the nurse herself receives abotit £50 a year. Ihe 
life led by these nurses is very strange and varied: now tending 
a child in some great mansion, whore there is a servant specially told 
off to wait on them ; then nursing a young wife in a suburban villa, 
where there is only a maid-of-al 1-work, and a dearth of what ar(« 
commonly regai-ded as tho neces.sarics of life. 'I'o fulfil her duty 
wherever she may find heraelf, and to give satisfaction to all, o nurst^ 
must possess infinite tact and patience, bo a ra])id observer, and 
quick to read the characters of those with whom she comes in contact. 
The cheerfulness which may brighten one patient may bo regarded 
as obtrusive chatter ])y another; th<5 constant attentions which will 
soothe one will irritate, the next. The nurse who pleases all must 
indeed be a wonder. It is reported that a celebrated physician re¬ 
marked to a patient whom a constant sudbession of nurses had failed 
to satisfy—“You had better send to heaven, my dear sir, and 
demand a hospital-trained angel with a cast ii’on back.” The 
financial circumstances of these nurses are a little better than 
those of their hospital sisters, but their duties are every whit 
as trying. When the doctor live.s far away the responsibility 
they incur in cases of d^^ej^b^grea|ij^d ^EtiWD^eir perils of rest 
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aro constantly broken by anxious friends. And frequently, when the 
patient gets better, the nurse is regarded as a nuisance, and her 
former devotion is forgotten. It is to be regretted that some institu¬ 
tions, which are merely business speculations, choose their nurses with 
so little discrimination that discreditable specimens are sometimes 
met with, who throw disgi-ace on the entire community. As a 
matter of fact, perfection is no more to be found amongst nurses 
than other human beings, and yet these women must be sustained by 
worthy motives to labour so diligently for so scant an earthly reward. 
It will indeed be a-blessing to many to think that the nurses are to 
have the practical benefit of a charitable scheme, and that the cases 
of destitution and misery in their ranks, of which every matron has 
had cognisance, will now be tales of the past. 

It is these heroic women who find their way into every household, 
from the castle to the cellar tenement; who, wherever pain and sick¬ 
ness are rife, come with skilful hands and sympathizing hearts to 
heal and bless. Facing without fear the risk of infection, a nurse 
will make her homo in a fever hospital; or, beside the dying bed of 
some poor wretch, will risk contagion of an even more feai*ful 
nature, ^fhese are the women w'ho never lx)w down to what Mr. 
Stevenson calls the “ bestial goddesses of Comfort and Jlespecta^ 
bility; ” who can perform the most menial services with dignity, 
and to whom nothing is common or unclean. These are the women 
who carry, wherever they go, an atmosphere of noble labour and 
unselfish enterprise which brings to this work-a-day world a gleam 
of the glory to come. It is the nurse whose purity and truth breaks 
through the crust of scepticism with which our souls were crusted • 
over, and opens once more the stream of love and faith which flooded 
our being in our youth. Before the keen light of earnestness in a 
nurse’s eyes the froth and frivolity of social life dries up to nothing, 
and in its stead grow noble aspirations. Tlie influence exercised far 
and wide by a nurse is almost unbounded, and if she be actuated by 
the fervent love of humanity which urges many women to •under¬ 
take this work, she can cany everywhere with her a glorious torch 
to light all upwards towards more sublime and unselfish aims, lifting 
them for awhile above the trivial commonplaceness of which too 
many of us are liable to allow our lives to consist. 
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{t has been well said by a distinguished statesman, the leader of the 
Liberal party in Great Britain, that the opponents of the policy of flomo 
R,ule for Ireland have made amongst themselves a kind of three-fold 
self-denying ordinance.' The first point of this ordinance is never to 
have any x*egard to liistory at all; the s(>cond is never to pay atten¬ 
tion to any experionct* derivable from foreign countries; and the 
third point is mwer to derive any lesson from our own oxperiemce in 
oiir own colonies throughout the British Kinpire. It must be atl- 
mitted that these gentlemen are wise in their generation. Knowing 
full well that history condemns them at every point, they act upon 
the maxim that discretion is the better part of valour, and for the 
most pari; esclmw altogether all reference to the teachings and 
experience of the past. Some of them, indeed, arc rash enough to 
bri‘ak away from thi'ir fellows, to liave notliing to say to the self- 
dimying ordinance, but boldly to contend that the dissatisfaction 
and discontent which are now rife in the sister island have not in 
n^ality sprung from the past misgov(*rament of that country, but am 
simply the work of the agitators and demagogues of to-day. llow 
shallow and .superficial a view this is, we may learn from the fonner 
•itterancos of one of the most prominent leadc'rsof the so-called Unionist 
party. Speaking in Dublin in 18GG, in his earlier and, as many will 
think, his better days, Mr. John Bright us<‘d the following remarkable 
words: ‘‘There are soraci who say that the gr<*at misforl ime of Ireland is 
in the existence of the noxious race of ]>oliticaI .‘igitJitor,s. Well, as to 
tliat, I may state that the most distingixisluKl political agitators that 
have appeared during the last hundrf?d years in In-land are Grattan 
Sind O'Connell, and I shpuld say that lui must be cither a very stupid 
<or a very base Irishman who would wish to era-se the achievements 
of Grattan and O'Connell from the aunals of his country.” We 
propose in the present paper to consider very briefly what were tho 
most noteworthy achievements of Gratta.it, and we take, as our prin¬ 
cipal authority foi* this purpose, Grattan’s lafe, by his Son, of which 
Mr. Lecky has, with equal truth' and moderation, said that it is 

1 Mtmohs of the Life and Timet of the Mt. Hon. Henry Grattan. By his son, Henry 
Grattan. Esq., M.P. In five vols. 'London. 1849. The Sjieeeliet of the Right Hon. 
Henry Grattan. Edited by his Son. In four vols. I^ondon. lS5i2. 
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probably the best history of Ireland for the period with which it 
deals. 

Henry Grattan, then, was born in Dublin in the year 1746. His 
father, James Grattan, was for many years Eecorder of the city of 
Dublin. Ho was likewise one of the members for the city, having 
Dr. Lucas as his colleague, 'fhe two members were in perpetual 
collision, the lli'coi’der being the legal adviser and champion of the 
Corporation, and Dr. Lucas its untired, undaunted, and unceasing 
enemy. Of the Recorder wo are told that his principles were aristo¬ 
cratic. “ Ho fancied himself a Whig in politics, but he was, in fact, a 
Tory.’’ Grattan’s mother, Mary Grattan, was a member of the ancient 
lamily of .Marlay, or Do Merly. She was tho daughter of the Lord 
Chief Justice of Ireland, and the sister of Colonel Marlay, who fought 
under Prince Ferdinand at the battle of Minden, and of Richard 
Marlay, who entered the Church, and became successively Bishop of 
Clonfert and Bishop of Waterford. After his military experiences 
were over, tho Colonel lived in retirement at Marlay Abbey, which 
was situated on the banks of the Liftey, about ten miles from Dublin. 
This spot had already been rendered famous in the early portion of the 
century as tho abode of tho unfortunate Vanessa; and it was hero 
that in a few years’ time Grattan was destined to plan and to 
perfect his measures for secuiing tho legislative independence of 
his country. In Colonel Marlay Grattan found a warm and 
sincere friend, as well as a steadfast and unflinching political ally. 
Like the Colonel, the Bishop possessed the feelings of an Irishman, 
and, as he sat in the Irish Parliament at the time when tho Act 
of Union was carried, ho had tho melancholy satisfaction of voting 
and recording his protest against that measure. 

Grattan’s boyhood was passed in Dublin, and he was in duo courso 
sent to two Dublin schools—that of Mr. Ball, in Great Ship Street, 
and that of Mr. Young, in Abbey Street. AVo have the testimony 
of several of his contemporaries to tho fact that whilst at school he 
was considered a boy of great spirit, and was highly respected by his 
schoolfellows. In the year 1763, at the age of seventeen, Grattan 
entered Dublin College. There he made the acquaintance of John Fite- 
gibbon, afterwards‘Earl of Clare, and of Pqster, afterwards Speaker 
of the Irish House of Commons. Grattan and Mtzgibbon were rivals 
at the University, as in later life they were antagonists in the political 
arena. At College Grattan formed many friendships, the most inti¬ 
mate and enduring being that witk Mr. W. Broome. Of hiirv we 
ai'o informed that he was a good classical scholar, and possessed % 
great taste for poetry. The two young men were attracted to each 
other by the similarity of their dispositions and their tastes. They 
were both devoted to literary pursuits, and alike ardently attached 
to tho country and rural life. Many of Grattan’s letters to Broome 
have been preserved, and they form by no means the least interesting 
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portion of his biography. In them we discover a strange and morbid 
melancholy that was altogether alien to the later habit of his mind. 
The moodiness that for a time seems to have settled upon him 
was, in all probability, duo to the estrangement that had taken place * 
between him and his fathcT. Even at this early ago, Grattan had 
begun to give expression to those liiboral sentiments and patriotic 
aspirations with which his nsime will for ever bo associated in liistoiy. 
The narrow and unbending Toryism of the father was outraged at 
the spectacle of his son adopting Liberal politics; and he carried 
his resentment so far as to mark his disph'asun* in his will, bequeath¬ 
ing away fi’om his son the paternal mansion that had been in the 
family for upwards of a century. Writing about this time to his 
friend Broome, Grattan says: “ If you want my company, I am sure 
I want yours. A fluctuation of sontiitn^nt, a listless indolence, and 
the gloomy reflections that arise from it make the chaos of my mind. 
But of this no mon*. A man who is not happy finds his principal 
comfort in painting his disquietude.” In reading and in the culti¬ 
vation of the muse, (j|rattan sought such consolation and relaxation 
as it is in their power to aflbrd. “ My muse,” he writes, “ is at 
b<^st but a slattern, and stumbles frequently in her passage. »Sho 
visits me but seldom, and her produef ious are rather the ettbid; of Jut 
mind than the natui’e of it.” Even reading had ceased to afford the 
exquisite enjoyment and delight that ho hatl at one time been accus¬ 
tomed to derive from it. There was, he said, a time when he, felt 
with every book ho read and every line ho wrote, but now he could 
read the most beautiful authors, and behold the mo.st delightful 
landscape, without emotion. Still, he did not give up reading. 
On the contrary, ho read Bolingbroko constantly, and found him 
excellent as a reasoner and an orator, whilst Virgil and Pope wore 
his favourites among the poets. 

In tho year 17G7 he went to London, and was entered in Michael¬ 
mas Term as student of the ^Middle I’omplo. He wjis supposed to be 
devoting himself to the study of tho Inw, but as regards studying law 
at tho age of twenty-one in Jiondon', says his biographer, that seldom 
seriously occupies the mind or tho time of any Tfunplar. Grattan 
was hardly an exception to the rule. J’olitics with him was a 
passion, and liis dissipation took tho form of listening to debates at 
the bar of the Lords or in the gillcries of tho House of Commons. 
He was charmed and fascinated in a special degree by Lord 
Chatham, and he has left upon record a most brilliant and masterly 
description of the greatest of English orators. Tho passage is a 
lengthy one, but, as it forms an admirable example of Grattan’s style 
at its best, we’ make no apology for quoting it. 

“ Lord Chatham,” he writes, “ was a man of great genius, great 
flight of mind. His imagination was astonishing. 1 heard him 
several times when I was at the Temple—on the American war, on the 
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King’s Speech in 1770, and on the privilege of Parliament. Ho was 
very great, and very odd. He spoke in a style of conversation, not 
however what I expected ; it was not a speech, for he never came 
with a prepared harangue; his style was nob regular oratory, like 
Cicero or Deraosthenos, but it was very fine and very elevated, and 

above the ordinary subjects of discourse.What Cicero says, 

in his Clans Cn(torihns, exactly applies — ‘ Form® dignitas, corporis 
motus plenus et art is et venustatis, vocis et suavitas et magnitudo.’ 

His gesture was always graceful.ilo was often called to 

order. Cn one occasion he had said, ‘ 1 hope some dreadful 
calamity will befall the country that will open the eyes of the King,’ 
and then h(‘ introduced the allusion to the figure drawing the curtains 
of JViaui, and gave the quotation. He was called to order. He 
stopped, and said, ‘ What I have spoken T have spoken conditionally, 
hni non I rdrnvt the cowHUon. 1 speak it absolutely, and 1 do 
•hope that some signal calamity will befall the country ; ’ and he 
repi'att'd what he had said. He then fired, and oratorized, and 
grew extremely olo(}uent. Ministers, seeing what a difficult 
character they had to deal with, thought it best to let him 
proceed. 

On one occasion, addressing Lord Alansfield, he said, ‘ Who are 
tlic evil advisera of his Majesty ? I would say to them. Is it you ? 
Is it you? Is it you ?’—(pointing to the iMinisters until lie came 
near Ijord Mansfield). There were several lords round him, and 
Lord Chatham said, ‘ My lords, please' to take your seats.’ When 
they had sat down, he pointed to Lord Mansfield, and said, * Is it 
you? Methinks Felix irnahles!’ It required a great actor to do 

this; done by any one else it would have been miserable. 

When he came to the argumentative part of his speech, he lowered 
his tone so as to be scai’cely audible, and he did not lay so much 
stress on those parts as on the great bursts of genius and the suldime 
passages. Ho had studied action, and his gesture was graceful, and 
had a most powerful eilbct. His speeches required good acting, and 
he gave it them. The impression was great. His manner was 
dramatic. In this it was said that he was too much the mounte¬ 
bank ; but if so, it was a great mountebank. Perhaps he was not 
so great a debater as his son, but he was a much better orator, a 
better scholar, and a far greater mind. Great snhjects, great empires, 
great eharacters, effulgent ideas, and classical illustrations formed the 
materials of hU speeches.” 

Listening to Chathapi, and to Burke, and to Fox, and studying 
the models of classical antiquity, Grattan was, during these years of 
his residence in liondon, laying the foundations of his future great¬ 
ness. Much time and much labour were required to bring his own 
style of speaking to that pitch of perfection that led Byron to sing of 
'him as- . 
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“ Ever glorious Grattan ! the beat of the good, 

So simple in heart, so sublime in the rest! 

With all which Demosthenes wanted endued, 

And his rival or victor in all he possessed.” 

Several amusing anecdotes are told of the difficulties into which ho 
was brought by his passion for recitation. His landlady on ono 
occasion imagined ^that ho was deranged, and complained to one of 
his friends that the gentleman used to walk up and down in her 
garden most of the night, speaking to himself, or addressing an 
imaginary person called “ Afi*. Speaker.” On another occasion 
Grattan amused his friends at breakfast by telling them of an adven¬ 
ture that had befallen him in the course of the previous night in 
Windsor Forest. In one of- his midnight rambles ho stopped at a 
gibbet, and commenced apostrophizing the chains in his usual 
animated strain, when he suddenly felt a tap on his shoulder, and on 
turning about was accosted by an unknown person: “ How the devil 
did you get down ?” . To which the rambler calmly i*eplied, “ Sir, 
I suppose you have an interest in that question! ” 

It was to Windsor Forest that Grattan retired on hearing the 
news of the death of his sister Catherine, to whom ho was deeply 
attached. Her goodness, her manners, her accomplishments, ho 
tells his friend Broome, entitled her to the highest regard—the most 
disinterested friendship, tho warmest afroction, and the meekest 
gentleness united in her composition. The death of his sister was 
soon followed by that of his mother, of whom he was always accus¬ 
tomed to apeak in the most passionate and affecting terms. “ You 
were the only woman in the world,” ho wrote, shortly* after her 
decease, “ who loved me. 1 hlush that I bear your death with such 
tranquillity. The love you bore me, the thousand kindnesses I have 
received from you, your tenderness, yotir anxiety, your liberality, 
your maternal concern for me, are a mo.st affecting and wounding 
consideration. To remember these obligations with the gratitude 
they deserve makes your desitli insupportable. ” 

Besides Catherine, who died, Grattan had another sister, who 
was married to Mr. Gervaso Parker Bushe, a Member of Parliament, 
and a gentleman of fortune and position in the county of Kilkenny. 
It was through his instrumentality that Grattan became acquainted 
with Flood. These two illustrious Irishmen, afterwards such bitter 
rivals, were for a time the most intimate of friends. 'J’hey declaimed 
together, they acted in private theatricals together, and they wrote 
together a series of articles against Lord Townshend’s Government, 
which were subsequently collected in a publication called JSara- 
tarUma, from Sancho Panza’s island city of Barataria. In private 
life Flood was one of the most agreeable and charming of men. No 
one, says Grattan’s biographer, knew the practical art of reasoning 
in private better than Mr. Flood did. He never contradicted j he 
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listened patiently; and if lie differed, he neyer introduced alterca¬ 
tions. Grattan himself bears testimony to the same effect, for, 
in witing to Broome, ho says: “ Flood is the most easy and best 
tempered man in I ho ivorhl, as well as the most sensible.” 

The two niou wore dtilighted with each other's society, and as yet 
all was peace and friendship between them. Flood was the senior 
by somo fourteen years, and, as might naturally have been expected, 
Grattan was fori nnate enough to derive considerable assistance from his 
friend and colloagno on entering upon a political career. For it is to 
b' noteil that (Irattan had already discovered that politics was the par¬ 
ticular kind of work for which his genius and his talents were best 
suited. It is true that in Hilary Term, 1772, ho had been called to the 
Irish bar, but his heart seems never to have been very much engrossed 
with the work of his profession. The duty of studying law, ho used 
to say, had been taken up too late—“ not time enough to make me 
a lawyei’, liufc sufficiently early to make me a dunce.” His ways 
were hardly the ways of the profes.sion, for it is related that on 
one occasion, when he had failed to win his case, ho was so much 
allbctexl at tho result that he rcturnc'd to his client half the amount 
of his fee! 

In tho year 1775 Lord Charlcinont's brother, Mr. Caulfield, died, 
and Grattan was returned as member for the borough of Charlemont 
in liis place. I’ho time was a critical one. The war with the 
American vStates had. already broken out, and the prophetic declara¬ 
tion of Lord Chatham that the first shot that was fired in America 
would separate the two countries was at no distant date to be ful¬ 
filled. England’s extremity was Irelands oi)portunit,y, and the 
recognition of tho legislative independeJice of Ireland and tho 
acknowledgment of the independence of tho United States of 
America went hand in hand together. In Grattan’s own mind the 
two questions were closely and inextricably a.ssociated with each 
other. Half a dozen years before he entered the Irish House of 
Commons he had listened to a speech at Westminster that had made 
an indelible impression on his mind. We have his own authority 
for this statement: When I went tp London to the Temple,” he 
says, “ the first person 1 hoard speak was George Grenville. He 
talked of American taxation, and of the indisputable law of the 
realm that gave that right; and he extended this to Ii-eland. ... I 
wrote a reply which I thought was very good, and with mneh care; 
but it touched every poiut, except the question; it stood clear of 
that. However, this had great effect upon me, and was of much 
service. It impressed on my mind a horror of this doctrine; and 
I believe it was owing to this speech of George Grenville’s that I 
became afterwards so very active in ray opimsition to the principles 
of Biitisli government in Ireland.” 

Grattan’s maiden speech in the Irish Parliament was a declaration. 
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in favour of economy. It was, if not a veiy brilliant, yet a fairly 
successful effort, as we learn from the comments of the papers of the 
day. “ Mr. Grattan spoke,'' we are told, “ not a studied speech, 
but in reply—the spontaneous flow of natural eloquence. Thoujrh 
so young a man, he spoke’without hesitation; and if he keeps to this 
example, will be a valuable weight in the scale of patriotism.” 

How speedily and how thoroughly this prophecy was verified 
is now matter of history. In every movement that had for its 
object the elevation and improvement of his native land he bore a 
conspicuous and a manly part. It was largely owing to his exertions 
that the restrictions which had lain like an incubus on Irish trade 
were removed, and that a certain limited measure of relief was granted 
to the Roman Catholics. Above all, it was he who was the champion, 
and, for a time, the successful champion, of the legislative independence 
of Ireland. It must not bo forgotten, however, that a bodyof men sprang 
into existence at this period, without whose a.ssistance all Grattan’s 
effbi*ta would have been unavailing—we mean, of course,thelrish Volun¬ 
teers. One of the consequences of the outbreak of war with the American 
colonies was that Ireland was denuded of troops. She was exposed, 
unprotected, to the attacks of her enemies, and especially of France. 
The inhabitants of Belfast and Carrickfergus appealed to Government 
for protection, and received a reply to the eflect that no greater force 
than about sixty troopers could be aflbrded for the purpose. Under 
these circumstances Ireland proceeded to arm henselt^ and chose Lord 
Charlemont as the general of her forces. In a very short time some 
sixty thousand men were assembled. Their object was twofold, to 
repel attack and to secure the liberties of their country. To quote 
the words of one of their own resolutions: “ They knew their duty 
to their sovereign, and they were loyal; they knew their duty to 
themselves, and they were resolved to be free.” At times it seemed 
as if the two duties might come into conflict witli each other, and 
that England ran some risk of losing Ireland, as she lost the American 
colonies. “ Talk not to me of peace,” exclaimed Hussey Burgh, 
amidst the applause of the Irish House of Commons, “ Ireland is not 
in a state of peace; it is miuthend war. England has sown her 
laws like dragons’ teeth, and they have sprung up in armed men.” 

At such a crisis courage and moderation alike were necessary 
in the leaders of the people. These qualities were possessed by 
Grattan in the highest degree. Free Trade had been obtained as 
a result of the eftbrts that had been put forth by the Opposition, 
backed by the Volunteers, and many of the most ardent and patriotic 
Irishmen were disposed to think that their wisest policy, for a time 
at all events, trould be that of resting and being thankful. Such, 
however, was not the mind and the intention of Grattan. Deserted 
by the colleagues with whom he had been labouring in the oanse of 
Ids country, he retired to Marlay Abbey, to hold communion with 
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himself. Further reflection only tended to confirai him in ihe 
belief that a Frei^ Constitution was necessary to make Free Trade 
permanent and secure. “ Along the banks of the Liffey,” lie writes, 

“ amid the groves and bowers of Swift and Vanessa, I grew con¬ 
vinced that I was right; arguments, unanswerable,• came to my 
mind, and what 1 then prepared confirmed me in my determination 
to persevere. A great spirit arose among the people, and the speech 
which I delivered afterwards in the House communicated its fire and 
impelled them on ; the country caught the flame, and it rapidly 
e.\tendetl. 1 was supported by eighteen counties, by the grand jury 
addre.sses, and tlui resolutions of the Volunteers. I »toofl upon that 
(fromat, and van d>'trriiiinc<t never lu yield, 1 brought on the question 
thfv 10th April, 1780. That was a yrent day for freland—that day 
yacc her lilw.rty'' The speech which he dolivei’cd on this occasion 
C rattan aiwavs considered as his host. One who listened to it said, 

1 Avas lost in admiration; he spoke as if in-spirod.” The speech 
concluded Avith a peroration that has become famous. “ I have no 
ambition,"’ the orator d(‘clarcd. *' unless it be the ambition to br(*ak 
your chain and contemiilato your glory. 1 never Avill be satisfied so 
long as the meanest cottager in Ireland has a link of the liritiah 
chain clanking to his rags; lie may be naked, he shall not be in 
iran, and 1 do see the time is at liand, the spirit is gone forth, the 
declaration is ])lantcd; and though great men should a^iostatize, yet 
the cause will live ; and though the public .speaker should die, yet 
the immortal fire shall outlast the organ which conveyed it, and the 
breath of liberty, like tin' word of the holy mau, will not die with 
the prophet, but survlvo him.” On concluding his speech he pro¬ 
ceeded to move, “ That the King’s most excellent Majesty, and tin* 
Lords and Commons of Ireland, arc the only poAver competent to 
make laws to bind Ireland.”- No direct vole on tliis motion Avas 
taken; the question AV’as for the moment shelved by means of a side 
issue; but the feeling of the House Ava.s unmistakeable, and the Lord 
Lieutenant—Ixjrd Buckingham—in reporting the proceedings to 
Lord Hillsborough, was obliged to make use of the following most 
significant language: ‘‘ It is with the utmost concern 1 must acquaint 
your lonlship t’;at, although so many gentlemen expressed their 
concern that the subject had been introduced, the sense of the House 
against the obligation of any statutes of the Parliament of Great 
Britain within this kingdom is represented to me to have been 
almost imanimous.” 

Two more years were to pass before the unanimous sentimenf of 
the Irish House of Commons found expression in legislative action. 
On April IG, 1782, Grattan moved for the third and last time the 
Irish Declaration of Independence. A change of Government had 
taken iflacedn England, and the new Ministers were known to be 
favourable* to the Irish claims. They appealed, however, for delay. 
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Lord Bockingham and Mr. Fox putting themselves in personal com¬ 
munication with Lord Charlemont and Mr. Grattan on the subject. 
Lonl Charlemont might have been disposed to yield to this seemingly 
very moderate request, but Grattan once more was inexorable. “ No 
time; no time,” he exclaimed, and a reply in accordance with this 
declaration was immediately transmitted to England. The day of 
liberation for Ireland was at hand ; the prize was within her grasp, 
and no power on earth must be permitted to snatch it from her. The 
IGth of April 1782 was indeed a proud day in the life of Grattan and 
the history of Ireland. Through the parted ranks of the Volunteers the 
great champion of Irish nationality passed to move the emancipation 
of his country. Never had orator a nobler task, and never was task 
jnore nobly or more triumphantly discharged. 

“ Deep on liis face engraven 
Deliberation sat and public cave j 
And princely counsel in Ins face yet shone'.” 

In a few glowing sentences ho sketched the histoiy of the struggle 
that had reached at last its consummation and its triumph. “ 1 am 
now,” he exclaimed, “ to address a free people : ages have passed 
away, and this is the first moment in Avhich you could be distinguished 
by that appellation. I have spoken on the subject of your liberty 
so often that I have nothing to add, and have only to admire by what 
heaven-directed steps yoii liave pi'ocecded until tlm whole faculty of 
the nation is braced up to the act of her own deliverance. I found 
Ireland on her knees; I watched over lier with-an eternal solicitude; 
I have traced her progress from injuries to arms, and from arms to 
liberty. Spirit of »Swift! spirit of Molynoux! your geniins has pre¬ 
vailed ! Ireland is now a nation ! In that new character 1 hail her! 
and, bowing to her august presence, I say, AVe jicrpdna f" 

One of the tinst acts of the liberated I’arliaracnt was to vote twenty 
thou.sand men to the British navy and .£h0,000 to Mr. Grattan. The 
vote of tho men was made at Grattan’s suggestion, and is one of 
many instances that might be adduced to prove his loyalty to tho 
British connection. In writing to his friend Day, he said he was 
desirous, above all things, next to the liberty of his country, not to 
accustom the Irish mind to an alien and suspicious habit with regard 
to Great Britain, and his acts did not belie his words. As regards 
the grant of money to himself, it is to be remarked that the sum 
originally proposed vras £100,000, and that it was with tho ntm()st 
diflSculty that he could be induced to accept the half of this amount. 

The year 1782 marked an important turning point in the private 
no less than the public life of Grattan. In that year he was 
married to Miss Fitzgerald, a lady who was equally admired' for her 
peraonal charms and her intellectual accomplishments. Writing to his 
friend Broome in early life, when the misanthropic fit was upon him, 
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he said—“ Whenever marriage is in the case, I always rejoice I am 
not the happy man.” He had, however, grown wiser with advancing 
years, and he was, by universal consent, admitted to have been 
exceptionally fortunate in his choice o£ a wife. Shortly after his 
marriage he took up his abode in the country. In one of his early 
letters he sjieaks of a visit to the Dargle, in the beautiful county of 
Wicklow. “ 1 have not," ho writes, “ forgotten the romantic valley ; 

I look on it with an eye of forecast—it may be the recreation of 
an active life, or the retreat of an obscure one, or the romantic 
residence of philosophical friendship.'’ Thither he now went with 
his bride, taking up his residence in tho Vale of Tinnehinch, where ' 
he was to spend such a large proportion of the remaining period of 
his life. His love of the country remained with him to the last, as 
wo may gather from the recollections of tho TcO)h Talk of Samuel 
Rogers. “ Grattan would say to me,” said the poet Rogers, “ ‘ Come, 
Rogers, let’s take a walk among the lime-trees, and hear those great 
senators, tho bees; ’ and, while we wore listening* to their buzzing 
and humming, he w'ould exclaim, ‘ Now they are holding a committee,’ 
&c. &c. tie would say, too, ‘ Were I a necromancer, 1 should like 
to call up Sbipio Africanus: he was not so skilful a captain as 
Hannibal; but he was a greater and more virtuous man. And I 
should like to talk to Julius Caasar on several points of his history— 
on one particularly (though I would not press the subject, if disagree¬ 
able to him): I should wish to know what part he took during 
Catiline’s conspiracy.’ “ Should you like to call up Cleopatra?’ I 
asked. ‘ No,’ replied Grattan, ‘ not Cleopatra : she would tell me 
7iothing but lies; and her beauty would make me sad.’ Grattan 
was so fond of walking with me that Mrs. Grattan once said to him 
rather angrily, ‘ You’ll be taken for Mr. Rogers’s shadow.’” 

But with all his devotion to the country, Grattan continued to 
his dying day to take the keenest and liveliest interest in public 
affairs. Unfortunately, it is not possible for us within the limits of 
a magazine article to enter in any detail into a consideration of tho 
achievements and the failures of the Parliament that will always be 
known in history under the name of Grattan’s Parliament. During 
the lime that it lasted it is admitted on allliands that the material 
prosperity of Ireland was such as it had never been in any previous 
period of her history. In support of this proposition we will cite 
the authority of a hostile witness—Lord Clare. Lord Clare made 
a speech in 1798, which he subsequently published in pamphlet 
form. In that speech, speaking of the condition of the country 
siuee the emancipation of the Parliament, he said: “ There is not 
a nation on the face of tho habitable globe which has advanced in 
cultivation, in manufactures, with the smne rapidity in the same 
period as Ireland.” 

• Great, however, as was the material, and, in mwiy respects, the 
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political, progress of Ireland during tliis period, it cannot be denied 
that the constitution of Grattan’s Parliament was, in certain essential 
particulars, most grievously and lamentably defective. It was, be 
it remembered, an exclusively Protestant Parliament, and a Parlia¬ 
ment that did not in any real sense partake of a representative 
character. Not that Grattan is himself to be blamed for these 
capital defects in the constitution that is called after his name. 
Whatever may be thought-of his conduct at the time when the 
question of Heform was complicated by the thi'eatening attitude of 
the Volunteers, it may be confidently asserted that no man strove 
more ardently and more arduously than he to reform the Parliament 
and to emancipate the Catholics. The subject of Parliamentary 
Heform was brought forward by Grattan, in conjunction with Mr. 
Ponsonby, in the year 1793. Speaking in the debate on that occa¬ 
sion, he said: “ The question of Parliamentary Heform is now fairly 
brought forth; it consists, I think, of two parts—external and 
internal. The external relates to tlie creation of the House of 
Commons; the internal to its corruption. A radical reformation in 
both is indispensable; first, it is indispensable that the House of 
Commons should be chosen by the people; second, that, after 
it is chosen by the people, it should not be bought by the 
Ministers.” In order to secure a proper representation of the 
people, Grattan sought to pass into law not only a franchise 
Bill, but a Pension Bill and a Hesponsibility Bill as well. In this 
object he fiiiled, and ho failed because of another and a fatal flaw in 
the Irish Constitution. The executive in Ireland was not an Irish 
but a British executive. Responsible Government might exist in 
name, but the reality of responsible Government was absent. Above 
two-thirds of the seats in the Irish House of Commons were 
private property, and of those seats many were actually sold to 
the British Minister, whilst the number of placemen and pensioners 
sitting in the House was equal to about»haif of the entire body. “ You 
have no adequate responsibility in Ireland,” Grattan had exclaimed, 
on a previ(fcs occasion in 1790, “ and politicians laugh at the sword 
of justice, which falls short of their heads, and only precipitates on 
their reputations. Sir, this country has never yet exercised herself 
in the way of vindictive justice. In the cose of Strafford she was 
but an humble assistant; and yet in this country we have had 
victims—the aristocracy at different times has been a victim; the 
whole people of Ireland for almost an entire century were a victimr; 
but Ministers in all the criminal successions—here is a chasm, a 
blank in your history. Sir, you have in Ireland w) am —^therefore, 
no good Minister.” 

. But, in spite of the evil influence that was constantly beu^ 
exerted by Gie British executive, considerable progress was made in 
placing Irish freedom on a broad and representative basis. ** Ho 
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sooner had a national spirit arisen among the Protestants,'* writes 
Mr. Lecky, “ than the spirit o£ sectarianism declined.” Unlike 
Flood and Lord Charlemont, Grattan always stood forth as the 
champion of Catholics and Protestants alike. In 1781 he supported, 
by his vote and by his speech, Mr. Gardiner’s Roman Catholic Bill. 

“ I give my consent to the Bill,” he said, “ in its principle, extent, 
and boldness. 1 give my consent to it as the most likely means of 
obtaining a victory over the prejudices of the Catholics, and over 
our own, 1 give my consent to it, because I would not keep two 
millions of my fellow-subjects in a state of slavery, and because, as 
the mover of the Declaration of Rights, I would be ashamed of 
giving freedom to but six hundred thousand of my countrymen, 
when 1 could extend it to two million more.” It was in this spirit 
that he laboured from first to last, nor were his labours entirely 
without fruit. In the year 17U3 a Relief Bill, admitting the 
Roman Catholic? to the elective franchise, was carried, and Grattan’s 
Parliament would unquestionably have proceeded quietly and peace¬ 
fully along the path of political progress and improvement, if it had 
not been for the infatuated action of the British ^tlinistry, in recalling 
Jjord Fitzwilliam at the critical moment when Parliamentary reform, 
in the widest acceptation of that term, was in contemplation, and 
when the Catholic claims, in their fullest extent, w'ere on the. point 
of being conceded. The golden opportunity was lost, and the hopes 
of the Catholics wore dashed to the ground, 

“ Kx illo fluere sic retx'o sublapsa ref cm 
Spes Danafim.” 

The British Ministry acted with their eyes open. ’Phey were 
solemnly warned by Lord Fitzwilliam of the danger of hesitation 
or of resistance to the claims of the Roman Catholics. ’Phe Lord- 
Lieutenant, for his part, resolutely refused to be the person “ to 
raise a llame in the countiy that nothing short of arms could keep 
down,” and he left it to the British Ministers to determine whether, 
if he was not to be supported, he ought not to be removed. Removed ' 
he was accordingly, and, as a consequence, Ireland was ponged into 
the horrors of civil war, and the Catholic question Was thrown back 
for upwards of a generation. 

The state of the country went from bad to worse, and the position 
of public affairs became such that Grattan came to the conclusion 
that no good purpose would be served by his continuing any longer 
in Parliament. At the general ejection in 1790 he had been returned, 
along with Lord Henry Fitzgerald, as one of the members for the 
City of Dublin, and, as another dissolution was now imminent, ho 
gave notice to his constituents that it was not his intention to seek 
re-election. There was, he felt, no place for him in public life at 
this time. On the one hand, he could not support the United 
Irishmen, who wc^e for appealing to physical force and for caUing in 
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tl]Le assistance of the French—Touch not this plant of Gallic 
growth,” said Grattan, “ its taste is death, though ’tis not the tree 
of knowledge ”—on the other hand, he was vehemently opposed to 
the policy of the Government, which was nothing more nor less than a 
policy of brutal and barbarous coercion. A Convention Act had 
been passed with the object of enabling the Government to put down 
all popular exertions throughout Ireland. Grattan denounced the 
Act as “ an anti-Whig and anti-constitutional measure, and the 
boldest step that ever yet was made to introduce a military Govern¬ 
ment.” He condemned the policy of coercion, root and branch, and 
dwelt with unanswerable force and logic on the failure of that policy. 
The Government had taken thoir stand on the report of a Secret 
Committee of the Irish Parliament, and contended that the people 
must be subdued before they wore relieved. Grattan proceeded to 
examine this contention, and to prove the futility of it. He also 
had studied the report of the Secret Committee, and had drawn from 
it a diametrically opposite conclusion. “ It appears,” he said, “ from 
that report, that, just as your system of coercion advanced, the 
United- Irishmen advanced—that the measures you took to coerce, 
strengthened—to disperse, collected—to disarm, armed—and to 
render them weak and odious, made them popular and powerful— 
whereas, on the other hand, yon have loaded Parliament and Govern¬ 
ment with the odium of an oppressive system, and with the further 
odium of rejecting these two popular topics—Parliamentary lleforra 
and Catholic Emancipation—wliich you allow are the most likely to 
gain the heart of the nation, and to be the beloved objects of tho 
people.” The orator then proceeded to examine in detail the respective 
merits and domei’its of tho policy of Conciliation and the policy of 
Coercion, and concluded with the following declaration: “ We have 
offered our measure—you will reject it; wo doprecato yours—^you will 
persevere. Having no hopes loft to persuade or to dissuade, and having 
discharged our duty, we shall trouble you no more, and after this day 
shall not attend the House of Commons.” Accordingly, in tho year 
1797 Grattan retired from Parliament. No long time elapsed, 
however, before he was summoned back again by tho call of duty 
and of country. Two years later tho Government Bill for suppress¬ 
ing the Irish Parliament, and merging it in the British Parliament 
at Westminster, was rejected by 109 votes to 104. Dublin was 
illuminated, and the people manifested their delight at the defeat of 
the project of a Union. But their trium|di was short-lived, and 
every one foresaw that the conflict would be renewed at the earliest 
possible date. At this critical juncture Grattan was ultimately 
induced by his wife and by his friends to seek and to obtain reflec¬ 
tion to the Irish House of Commons. When the news was brought 
to him that he had b.een chosen member for the county of Wicklow, 
he exclaimed, “ Oh, hero fhey come; why will they not let me die 
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in peace ? ” “ The question of Union,” writes his wife, “ had become 
dreadful to him; he could not bear the idea, or listen to the subject, 
or speak on it, with any degree of patience; ho grew quite wild and 
it almost drove him frantic.” His friends found him ill and in bed, but 
although the hour was five o’clock in the morning, he rose at once, 
dressed in the uniform of tlio Volunteers, and allowed himself to be 
taken to the House of Commons, where the debate on the proposals 
of the (Jovernmont was still proceeding. His presence produced for 
the moment quite an electrical effect, and he was heard with rapt 
attention, whilst for tho space of two hours he poured forth a stream 
of fiery and eloquent indignation and appeal. “ He, the Minister,” 
exclaimed the orator, who spok(5 as one risen from the dead, “ ‘ his 
budget with corrupt ion crammed,' propose.s to you to give up tho 
ancient inheritance of your country ; to proclaim an utter and blank 
incapacity, and to registc'.r this proclamation of incapacity in an act 
which inflicts on this ancient nation an eternal disability; and he 
accompanies these monstrous proposals by undisguised terror and 
unqualified bribpry; and J;his he calls no attack on the honour and 
dignity of the kingdom! The thing ho proposes to buy is what 
cannot bo sold—lilxjrty! For it he has nothing to give."’ If tho 
Irish Parliament could have been saved- by eloquence, assuredly 
Grattan would have saved it. Matters, liowever, had already gone 
too far, and all the efforts put forth by the Opposition were unavailing. 
“Venit sumraa dies, et inoluctabile tempus.” All that an Irish 
patriot could do was to enter his protest against the destruction of 
the liberties of his country and to look to the future for vindication 
and redress. It was in this spirit that on May 26, 1800, Grattan 
made his last speech in tho Irish House of (Jommons. “ The cen- 
atitution may for a time bo lost,” he said, “ yet I do not give up tho 
country. I see her in a swoon, but she is not dead. Though in her 
tomb she lies helpless and motionless, still there is on her lips a 
spirit of life, and on her cheeks a glow of beauty. 

“ * Thou art not conquered; beauty’s ensign yet 
Is crimson on thy lips and in thy cheeks, 

And death's pale flag is not advanced there.’ 

"While a plank of the vessel sticks together I will not leave her. 
Jjet the courtier present his flimsy sail, and carry the light barque 
of his faith with every new breath of wind—I will remain anchored 
here, with fidelity to the fortunes of my country, faithful to her free¬ 
dom—faithful to her fall! ’* Further resistance could be of no avail; 
“ and accordingly,” says Grattan, “ filnding all useless,' we retired, 
with safe consciences, but with breaking hearts.” This was the 
saddest day in Grattan’s memorable career, as the proudest was that 
on which he carried the declaration of the legislative independence 
of his country. “ There are two days in the Irish history,” he was 
accustomed to say, “ that I can never forget. The one on which 
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we gained freedom. How great the triumph! IIow moderate! 
How well it waa borne—with what dignity and with all absence of 
vulgar triumph! I shall ever remember the joy of that occasion! 
The other was the day in which we lost our Parliament. It was a 
sawage act, done by a set of assassins who were brought into the 
House to sell their country and themselves; they did not belong to 
Ireland: some were soldiers, all were slaves. Everything was 
shame, and hurry, and base triumph! ” Speaking of ^e emanci¬ 
pated Parliament of Ireland, on another occasion, he said, with 
concentrated force and beauty : “ I watched by its cradle, I followed 
its hearse.” 

The stoiy of the remaining portion of Grattan's life is soon told. 
When the Act of Union was carried, ho retired once again to Tinne- 
hinoh. Five years later, at the earnest solicitation of Lord Fitzwilliam 
and Mr. Fax, he consented to enter the British Parliament. He sat 
for a short time as member for Malton in Yorkshire, and from 1806 
to the day of his death represented the City of Dublin. The experi¬ 
ment of becoming a member of the Parliament at Westminster was 
a hazardous one. Flood had already made it, and had failed. He 
was, as Grattan finely said of him, “ an oak of the forest, too old 
and too great to be transplanted at fifty.Unlike Hood, however, 
Grattan won most remarkable oratorical triumphs in the British, no 
less than in the Irish Parliament. The theme upon which he was 
never tired of descanting was that of the Catholic claims, and his 
eloquent appeals to the Britisli public on this question doubtless 
helped to pave the way for the growth of more liberal and toler¬ 
ant feelings between the Protestant and Eoman Catholic subjects 
of the Crown. When his end was fast approaching, he drew up a 
paper containing his last wish and desire, which was that Ireland 
should never seek for any connection except with Great Britain, and 
that Great Britain should help to repeal the civil and political dis¬ 
abilities of the Catholics. I die,” he said, “ with a love of liberty 
in my heart and this declaration in favour of my country in my 
hand.” After this he grew very weak—got his family close around 
him—^bowed down his head, and at six o’clock in the morning of the 
4th of June 1820 tranquilly and happily expired. He was buried, 
amidst an Empire’s lamentation, in the North Transept of West¬ 
minster Abbey. 

“ Ne’er to those chambers where the mighty rest, 

Since their foundation, came a nobler guest, 

Nor o’er waa to the bowers of blias conveyed, 

A purer spirit or more holy shade.” 



THE CHAUACTERISTICS OF AMERICAN 

CITIES. 


Thk most wonderful feature in the {jrowth and expansion of the 
young nation in the vast territory covered by the United States is 
the number and variety of its cities. The enemies of Protection 
claim that the extent and magnitude of these centres of population 
are prfX)fs of the slowly demoralizing ii.fluences of the doctrine wliich 
they detest; that the stimulus to home manufactures, which results 
in the building of centres and outlets for tlicju, is a mere diversion 
of the natiojial force, which might bo more symmetrically distributed ; 
and rhat millions of men and women in America would be infinitely 
better off had they never migrated from cotinlay to city. The un¬ 
generous advocates of a “know-nothing” policy like that of other 
days mourn because the invading Irish, Danes, arid Swedes, the 
thrifty English and Scotch, and the economical and pushing (jeniian 
buy up the fanns which have Iven deserted by the native tillers of 
the soil, who grow weary of rusticity, and v m^^ve in” to adjacent 
cities, where they can enjoy the benefits, and where they take the 
risk of the curses, of co-operation. In th(‘ po])ulous Jilastern sections 
of the United States, the fanner’s son qiiit.s the homestead at an 
early ago ; he hates the sight of moss-grown roofs, decaying, vener¬ 
able fences, and dilapidated buildings; the immemorial meadows and 
historic pastures have for him no charm, and he prefers a precarious 
existence as a mechanic, or a professional, or commercial man in the 
city, where he has side-walks, gas and electric lights, daily journals, 
the theatre, the fashionable “ saloon,” thi' hotel corridor (a public 
lounging place in American cities), rather than the certain, but hard 
and somewhat joyless, independence of the farmer. If he is capable, 
as well as industrious, he pays* off the inevitable mortgage on the 
paternal acres, and often brings the old folks to town, a change in 
their existence which they seem to accept readily enough. All over 
New England and the Middle States this migration from country to 
city is steadily going on; and every day and eve.ry hour the foreign 
peasant, emancipated and enlightened by the very nature of his 
surroundings, is silently occupying the deserted farmhouses and 
iwsres. Ilie O’Briens and M‘6allaghans, the Durands and La Places, 
the Steins and Grundlers, the Aksakofifs and Levys, are in the places 
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of the Smiths and Allens, and Emersons and Thorpes, and Coreys 
and Cheneys, and Winthrops. The Yankee has gone to “ town,” 
and there he proposes to remain. For him the country has become 
simply a place in which to grow hay and vegetables, to spend summer 
vacations in, a tract to whiss through in railway journeys, mainly 
taken at night. Even when he is rich, he does not take that delight 
in a country house which is so marked a characteristic of Europeans. 
Perhaps he does not need the country house so much, for many of 
his cities are simply grown-up villages, not hemmed in and stifled. 
No remnants of the nide times of old, no frowning fortifications 
rendering narrow and uncomfortable streets and high and gloomy 
houses necessary, are to be found in the United States. If the 
fanner has come to town ho has brought with him, unconsciously, a 
feeling for fresh air and space, for “front yards” and orchards, 
which has been instrumental in beautifying many a city site that 
would otherwise have been most ordinary. 

Doubtless the multiplication of manufactures has operated as a 
powerful magnet to draw the populations of New England, the 
Middle States, .and many regions of the nearer West and South 
into the cities. An enterprising capitalist suddenly discovered that 
it was no longer needful, thanks to the heavy duties on foreign 
goods established by Protection, to, import gloves from England 
and France. He established a manufactory of gloves in a thriving 
town, which soon changed its ])rimitivo name for the more explicit 
^)ne of Gloversville. He at first sent out the work to bt^ done 
“ by the piece ’ in the suironnding farmhouses, I’eserv’ing only the 
finishing for the manuf.actory. By-and-by the industry grew; 
rivals .appeared in the field, and North Gloversville was created, 
'riie farmers’ daughters .and sons, interested in the village life by 
their now employrntmt, were gradually dr.awn to Glovemvillo and 
North Glov(‘rsville, and did not return to the homesto.ads. Pre¬ 
sently, Gloversville aiid Nortli Gloversville were united by a street, 
and formed one “ city,” with a mayor, a coramou council, a board of 
aldermen, and a police force of five men, with a “chief.” The 
farmers’ sons were transfonned into members of the city govern¬ 
ment; and a farmer’s daughter became the wife of the mayor. 
United Gloversville, in its locid newspapers, extolled the progress 
of civilization attainable only in cities, and a farmer’s son, wielding 
the editorial pen, ridiculed the slowness and steadiness of the rural 
community from which he himself had sprung. An occasional 
epidemic, a financial crash, or formidable immorality were not 
regarded as incidents arising from the crowding into cities, but as 
the penalties for weaknesses inherent in human nature, and as 
possible in country as in town. 

I’lus is by no means an imaginary case; it is the history of the 
growth of hundreds of large communities throughout the United 
VoL. 130 .—No. 1 . d 
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States. But the encouragement given to home manufactures is 
by no means the main incentive to the desertion of the country 
districts by the native American. Neither is the cause of that 
desertion to be found in any unworthy disdain of agriculture as a 
pursuit j but rather in a deliberate rejection of small farming by 
every person who is blessed with ambition and active wits, because 
he is anxious for luxuiy, quick riches, excitement, struggles, social 
attrition. Even if he can only decorate his career with a succes¬ 
sion of partial failures, he prefers such a life to the study of the 
changes in tho weather, to the watching of the slow maturing of 
crops and stock. He wishes to bring the world to his door; to 
feel that five or six railways open avenues from his chosen resi¬ 
dence to Ihe world at large; that the magical band of the telegraph 
binds him to Paris and Pekin. Ho subscribes to all new inventions, 
not merely because they impress him as useful and pleasingj but 
because he wishes to “ keep up his city’s record.” “We have more 
telephones in operation in Leadville than there are in all Paris 
to-day,” said" a citizen of Colorado’s mushroom community four or 
five years ago, and he triumphantly proved this statement. The 
newly enriched inhabitant of a city will give twenty, fifty, or a 
hundred thousand dollars to the foundation of a risky new enter¬ 
prise, simply beenuso ho wish(?8 to check the audacity or the 
rivalry of a neighbouring town. He knows that in his obituary 
notice this donation will be cited, and that it will be followed by 
the words “ esteemed and enterprising old resident, always fore¬ 
most in promoting the good of tho city.” He feels the same proud 
interest in his city that the Frenchman takes in his family: he 
might leave ten thousand dollars to- a university, and nothing to 
his only son, if the latter happened to be worthless; but tho French¬ 
man would need to be stirred by an earthquake bofoi'e he would do 
this. 

Our business in the present aiiicle is not, however, so much with 
the causes of the fact that two-fifths of the population of the United 
States are in cities, as with the memories and extremely varied 
aspects of those cities, old and new, whether sprung from the 
stimulation of our manufactures, or grown up naturally within the 
last two and a half centuries because of their geographical positions, 
carved out of the wilderness in obedience to the demands of those 
mighty moving forces, the locomotive or electric telegraph, or sprung 
up on coal and iron and lime-stone beds, or beside fat slopes reeking 
with petroleum, or on prairies from which are annually exported 
almost coimtless thousands of cattle and swine and millions upon 
millions of bushels of grain. Although -in i)assing those cities in 
review we may not find any marked diversity of architeotrure, we shall 
discover, p^^sites .and surrounding scenery, in character and oomposi- 
of poptl^tiop, in temperament and degrees of energy, the very 
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^dest range. The saints have bestowed their revered names upon 
many cities in America; but have allowed Saint Paul and Saint 
Augustine to bo utterly diverse, Saint Louis and San Francisco to 
have little in common.* The pious fervour of the early Catholic 
explorers has left its mark on the nomenclature, but on nothing else. 
The very manner in which the names of the saint-christened towns 
are pronounced by the resident genei’ations in this nineteenth centuiy 
shows that for them the saintly appellation has lost its meaning. In 
like manner no dweller in Manhattan ever thinks of New York in 
contradistinction to the old York beyond the sea. He pronounces 
the name as if it were all one word. But listen to the Englishman. 
In his unctuous emphasis on the New, you at once find ample 
recognition of the old York, and explanation of the origin of the 
name. Two things must invariably impress the intelligent foreigner 
for the first time travelling through the United States. The first 
is the large number of cities near each other—so much at variance 
with his preconceived notions about a “ new country.” Boston, with 
its 400,000 people and with its five and twenty or thirty tributary 
cities, each ranging from 30,000 to 60,000 population, is but six 
hours from New York, with. 1,100,000, and Brooklyn—“the old 
bedroom of New York”—^with its 600,000, and J<!rsoy City Avith its 
150,000. Close at hand, too, are Newark with 130,000 and a 
number of minor cities, on the great route to Philadelphia, with 
its 900,000, and Baltimore, with its 400,000, and Washington, 
with its 150,000. There are no such city centres as these in most 
continental countries, and in Great Britain nothing exactly com¬ 
parable to it. In a Latin country, it would bo impossible for two 
cities of the size of New York and Philadelphia to exist within three 
hours of each other: the “ centralization ” would inevitably build 
up one at the expense of the other. If Chateaubriand could return 
to earth, and taken journey over Iho section which he visited when it 
was a wilderness a hundred years ago, what would he say to this 
splendid chain of cities, each vieing with each in commerce, in the 
creation of institutions of learning, in amassing wealth, and in 
securing the greatest good of the greatest number ? He would fancy 
himself the victim of some phantasmagoria. The generous rivalry 
of States, the active individual initiative so general in America, the 
constant influx of foreign population, and the vast manufacturing 
interests of the last thirty years, have done in one century what, 
under a diflerent system or series of systems, could Aot have been 
accomplished in five hundred years. 

The number and importance of these cities would impress' the 
foreigner, but no more than one other and singular fact, especially 
if he happened to be familiar with the English language—^viz., the 
fact that from Portland, Maine, to Portland, Oregon—a distauMi 
more than three thousand, iniles—no t^abe of a distmet dialect is to 
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be found. The man from Maine, even though he may be of 
inferior education and limited capacity, can completely understand 
the man of Oregon. Tliere is no peasant with a paiois; there is 
no rough Northumbrian burr; in point of fact, there is no brogue. 
The nasal twang of the dweller on the Atlantic coast is lost in the 
soft and misty climate of the North Pacific; the sharp and aggressive 
tone of the New Yorker is not at all like the mellow and persuasive 
acamts of the dweller in New Orleans; but no dialect olfers its 
barrier; no farmer turns away his head when you ask him the wray 
on the road, and answers that he does not understand; no section 
boasts of a written and spoken language differing from the oflScial 
one of the country; there ai’e no thirteen names for a plough in 
.as many separate townships, as there are in a certain district in 
Southern France. A traveller, well known to us, while making an 
extensive journey on horseback, in the heart of the wild North 
Carolina mountains, cncountc-red a country maiden who complained 
that“You-uns do not tnlk like wo-uns,” but she was obliged to 
confess that she understood eveiything said to her. Phrases, foims 
of expn’ssibn, words taken from the soil and from local usages are 
naturally very varied ; but the common language is firmly grounded 
in every city and country district; and even in Louisiana and in 
California, where there are still French and Spanish speaking popu¬ 
lations, their speech is griulually melting in the English crucible. 
Even the Germans, when they come in enormous numbers to new’ 
tracts, and fonn the overwhelming majority of the population, never 
succeed in imposing langufige or dialect. It is true that they make 
no efforts to do so, preferi'ing rather to flow into the Anglo-Saxon 
mould; but efforts, were they niade, would bo worse than useless. 
Some twenty years ago the Germans I'osident in Saint Louis founded 
the “ Germania Club,” which has for its cardinal principle the non-^ 
admission of native Americans; but in less than three years there? 
were two hundred American names upon its list of membership. 
Though the number of Germans in America is enonnons, they have 
never been able to maintain more than one first-class German 
theatre—the theatre of Teutonic Opera in New York City. The 
comedy theatres in the‘Western cities for German-speaking popula¬ 
tions are very far below the level of such institutions in the Father- 
land, and one day will totally disappear. I’he reason for this is to 
bo found in the fondness of the rising generation of German-Americans 
•for a dramatic literature which savours of their surroundings, vj-hich 
speaks to them of their daily life and its joys and its sorrows, and 
not one which portrays a far distant social status and one entirely 
unsympathetia with democracy,. 

Despite all that has been done by a hurrying, greedy civilization, 
BT.xioas for shelter and comfort of the. best kind, but in no wise 
worried- i-aboB* exterior ‘ornamentation, many American cities are 
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abundantly supplied with picturesque elements. Sometimes a noble 
occasion has been lost; as in San Francisco, where the palaces of 
the wealthy merchants and railway magnates are arranged , along the 
sand-hills without any regard for the general effect. A little fore¬ 
thought and the employment of builders of artistic perception would 
have given San Francisco a grouping worthy of the best days of 
antique architecture. There is a grotesque pathos in the location of 
the principal cemeteries of tlm city, on the topmost of the dunes; 
as if the dead and their final earthly homo were to be set more 
directly in evidence than the palaces and the artistic achievements of 
the living. San Francisco is not favoured with such noble neigh¬ 
bours as her more northward sister, Portland, Oregon. Portland has, 
when the skies are propitious, an outlook over mountains which have 
no need to be envious of the Bernese Alps. There is nothing in 
Switzerland more nobly impressive than the beautiful and ethereal 
outline of Mount Hand, as seen through the forest and openings 
from the precipitous hills at the back of I’ortland. The chief city 
of Oregon is r-ather rectilinear, but looks veiy little like the typical 
We'Stem town in other respects. Society is clannish, and shows the 
effect of its long isolation from the Eastern poi’tion of the country, 
before railways came across the continent to it—in a certain shyness, 
not to say jealousy, with regard to strangers. It is wealthy, and its 
cultivated people are fond of good music and literature, although, 
perhaps to their shame be it said, the best theatre in tlie city is the 
Chinese one. The Chinese individual can scarcely be called pictu- 
TCsque; but the exterior decoration of his shops and such dwellings 
as he erects is decidedly so. He puts a note of colour, if not of 
gaiety, into the rather sombre Western life. His meekness, and 
almost invariable good humour are in strong contrast with the feiccity 
and brutal lack of politeness of underbred natives. His industry 
never fails; the visitor, in his promenades in Portland, invariably 
finds stout, red-faced Irishmen sunning themselves at the doors of 
their grog-shops, but never is a Chinaman seen idling away the 
precious moments of his existence. The gravity—^we had almost smd 
stolidity—of the Chinamen at their theatres, in the presence of the 
representation of grand and thrilling episodes in their national 
history, is quite striking. The magnificence of these theatres is 
mainly in costume. The stuffs, the tapestries, the embroideries, the 
weapons, and banners, and insignia, which belong to the Chinese 
theatres of Portland and San Francisco are worth many hundreds of 
thousands of dollars, and are made in China expressly for these 
institutions. The managers must derive great profits from their 
business, for every qight the theatres are crowded with solemn 
Chinamen in black trousers, blue blouses, felt riippers with encav 
mottsly thick soles and square, tumed-up toes, and with their heads 
covered with black American slbuch hatSj beneath which their ** 
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tails ” are carefully tucked away. There is no cuitain to the stage; 
entrances and exits are made by the same door; a warrior dispenses 
with a horse, and simply simulates the action of mounting one ; he 
fights with invisible enemies, and continues chattering like a magpie 
without provoking either smile or tear from his audience. The 
Chinese tragedian despises such artifices as the actors of the Western 
world resort to; the whole play upon the stage being the work of 
imagination, it is easy to imagine an army, a city, a horse, a band of 
robbers : one or two central figures are necessary to fix the attention. 
There are two methods of delivery, totally distinct: one colloquial, 
and seeming to have some human nature in it; the other a kind of 
rant, generally inflicted u])on the audience by a gorgeously dressed 
personage, who serves as ohoms, or to point the moral; the effect of 
his monosyllabic and rasping diction is both ludicrous and depressing. 
The rdles of women are invariably filled by men, who act with a 
certain grossness; but there is rarely anything calculated to shock 
refinement or modesty shown at the Chinese theatres in the Western 
cities.,, The ^samo praise cannot be accorded the native theatrical 
institutions. The “Varieties” theatre is a vile cancer, w'hich is 
eating the life out of many a community in the United States, and 
nowhere, probably, is there a viler one than in Portland in Oregon. 
It is to be hoped that in time the municipality may provide for the 
native working classes within its limits entertainments as decent, 
sober, and honourable as those which the Chinese have provided for 
themselves. To this a Western critic will at once reply that the 
“ Varieties ” are visited only by the lower classes of Americans, and 
that the vice of these classes stops there ; whereas the Chinese— 
decent enough in public—are in private profoundly immoral, having, 
in fact, no sense of what morality is. We are convinced that this 
statement is exaggerated. The “ Varieties” theatre—with its cheap 
debit of the corruptions of Europe and of the great cities of the 
American Atlantic coast—does reach and corrupt other than tho 
lowest American classes. A theatre into w'hich decent women will 
not go, but which their husbands and brothers think it no shame 
occasionally to frequent, is a public danger which cannot be too soon 
done away with. 

Exteriorly the Chinese quarter in San Francisco is not at alt 
picturesque; but its subterranean burrows are quite as mysterious 
and startling as any in Venice or Constantinople. How these 
extraordinary dwellings beneath the streets were constructed is a 
source of wonder. There are cellars and mVoellars, and yet cellars 
below these latter: shelves in dark recei^eB where whole families 
bestow themselves for the night—one family above another, like the 
dead in a Spanish cemetery; Lilliputian rooms, where opium smokers 
lie coiled tc^fsther; and shaky wooden staircases, seemingly leading 
ildo .bottomless pits, but presently conducting to some rookery 
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inhabited by half a hundred Chinamen, whose annual rent^ cannot 
be mi|Ldi more than fifty cents each ! In the wealthier sections of 
the quarter there are elegant tea-houses, where, at a moderate expense, 
one may taste tea more healthily exhilarating than the best Cham¬ 
pagne wines \ and where one may now and then see a respectable 
merchant, clad in silks, lost in the opium trance. The temples are 
rarely impressive : they are merely small halls with tapers burning 
in them before the carvep images of departed Chinese worthies—not 
deities, but good men canonized, as it were. The priests profess to 
believe in the miraculous powers of the images, but there is a comical 
twinkle in their almond eyes when they describe the pranks of the 
images to an Anglo-Saxon visitor. 

Incomparable servants—these silent-footed, smooth-faced sons of 
the East—and destined to make their way into millions of households 
beyond the Kocky Mountains one day, when hostile legislation is at 
an end; when, in short, the American workman has learned how to 
live economically, and is no longer afraid of being ruined by “ Chinese 
cheap labour.” 

The approaches to San Francisco by water are not especially 
impressive. After the immense and majestic stretches of the 
Pacific with its enormous swoU, which tells of the thousands upon 
thousands of miles of unbroken water solitudes, the Golden Gate seetas 
a trifle petty. This feeling is heightoned^f one arrives in the harbour 
when a quiet cool mist, sweeping in landward, wraps the sand-hills in 
a kind of ragged curtain, through which sections of bluffs crowned with 
crazy looking houses appear. But the interior of the toAvn is not at 
all disappointing. San Francisco looks quite as old and substantial, 
in all its business quarters, as Liverpool or Hamburg; there is nothing 
rickety or ungraceful in the appointments of hotel or shop; but one 
thing lacking to characterize a great and wealthy city is the large 
number of handsome private equipages seen in European towns. The 
cable cars, crawling to and fro, without any visible motive force, 
seem weird and magical, especially as they climb terrace after terrace 
of the sand-hills and turn around comers as if they were endowed with 
life. Bits of South San Francisco, lying on the long snn-swept hill¬ 
sides, are quite enchanting, and there is a Spanish sense of grouping 
in them which leads one to believe that the predecessors of the 
American in California have left many of their descendants in that 
quarter of the town. The city has no public buildings worthy the 
name: the chief municipal structme is set in a sandy hollow, instead 
of upon one of the hills, and is irretrievably ugly within and without. 
Let us hope that some day a Californian millionaire may give the chief 
city of the Golden Coast a city hall which shall sum up in its 
architecture and statues the history of the marvellous State—her 
pioneers and her builders. 

The men of the Pacific coast hold themselves in fair esteem; they 
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are not averse to hearing the praises of their own exploits; yet they 
stand criticism well. Perhaps it is because they do not think that 
they need it. We have heard it said by a well-known clergyman of 
California: “ There are in our State great numbers of second-rate 
men, who, because tJiey came at a time when they had no competitors, 
and have had ever}'thing their own way, fancy themselves the pos¬ 
sessors of genius.” The real men of distinction in California are 
gentle in manner, soft in speech, quick in decision, sharp in quarrel, 
bold in struggle, and patient under defeat. Nearly every one has a 
vein of humour in his character, and adversity brings it out. San 
Francisco is a city where society is too constantly changing, because 
of the change in the controlling influences %round it, to have any 
stable social type just yet. Each new trans-continental railway 
causes the reorganization of business in San Francisco, and it is but 
logical to suppose that society also undergoes a cei*tain reorganization. 
But in the social atmosphere of San Francisco the cosmopolitan 
element is not perceptible. What is ordinarily understood by the 
word “ cosmopolitanism ” San Francisco does not possess; what it 
does possess, instead, one may call provincialism, if we use that 
term in its noblest and most complimentary sense. It is not metro¬ 
politan like New York, nor is it likely to be so for three or four 
generations. It has, howtwer, a fine flavour of romance; nothing of 
the rawness and vulgaiity of a veiy new city; and if “culture” 
does not run about the sti-eets, as in Boston, it has many places of 
frequent resort, and many a magniflcent donation is laid upon its 
shrine. 

The intense rivalries between adjacent cities in the United States 
are nowhere else so well illustrated as in the cases of Saint Paul 
and Minneapolis, and Saint Louis and Chicago. The two cities last 
mentioned have incentives to jealou^ which do not exist for the 
first two: Saint Lduis is the chief city in an old slave-holding State, 
where aristocracy was proud, not to say an-ogant, and where a strong 
(Sympathy with the great South was felt long after the Civil War— 
sympathy promoted and nourished by the material interests depen¬ 
dent on the giant waterways of the Mississippi. Chicago was the 
new metropolis of a staunchly loyal State, which held in detestation 
the very memory of the “ Missouri Compromise,” which cored little 
for aristocracy, and sneered at the conservatism of the old fogies 
of Saint Louis. Saint Paul and Minneapolis—^both in the some 
phenomenal State of Minnesota, and separated only by fifteen -miles 
of plain—rremind the dispassionate observer of twin brothers, each of 
whom strives night and day to outdo the other in material and men^ 
progress. In San Francisco the specvdative and gambling element in 
business donpnotes everything el^; manufactures are not boasted 
of; the talk is concerning mines good, and mines bad, and' mines 
^^erent; .ef Wgoep from the mysterious lands of Niphcm and 
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Cathay; of wheat from the new and far North West; but in Minnea¬ 
polis we are among the manufacturer There are great flour mills, 
each as are to. be seen nowhere else in the world; tliere the wood 
from the mighty forests is turned into furniture and timber for 
buildings and doors and window-sasj^es for European houses: the 
gambler m stocks is a second-rate personage. In Saint Paul are 
hundreds of workshops providing for the innumerable wants of the 
settlers in Dakota, and Montana, and Idaho, and Washington, and 
Oregon. These two communities, which scarcely existed fifty years 
ago, now have- hundreds of thousands of inhabitants, many railways 
terminating in their midst, palatial hotels, and a large class of wealthy 
citizens. Saint Paul claims precedence in rank, because it fronts 
upon the “ Father of Waters,” and because its steamboats run to 
Saint Louis and carry merchandise and news to the teeming popula¬ 
tion along the banks; but Minneapolis laughs this claim to scorn, 
and points to her numerous mills and timber yards as the sources of 
real greatness. These Minnesota people have the Eastern sharpness 
and the Yankee thrift; the foreign element has brought a sturdiness 
which serves to steady things. Many a consumptive New England 
man, who was at the gates of death when he went to Minnesota, 
remained in the State to become rich and robust, and can laugh at 
the rigours of a winter climate which would frighten a Russian. 
Saint Paul has its “ ice carnival,” its “ ice palaces,” and games on 
the frozen rivers and lakes at the same time that the citizens of New 
Orleans, thousands of miles southward, are languidly celebrating their 
carnival among the roses and magnolias, the camellias, japonicas, and 
the jessamines. The merchant princes of Saint Paul and Minnea¬ 
polis visit New Orleans in the winter, and the Louisiana planter 
flies from the jirostrating summer of his native lowlands to the cool 
and perfumed uplands of Minnesota, the land of Hiawatha and 
Minnehaha and of Mondamin, the rustling maize. Saint Paul 
owes no allegiance to New York; it considers itself a metropolis, 
gives the tone to manners and politics in the hundreds of new towns 
in the Nortli-West, and believes that its own expansion is linutlesi. 
A journey through the West region opened to civilization by the 
Northern Pacific Railway, with its lines stretching far away to the 
superb arteries of Puget Sound, inclines one to share Saint Paul's 
abundant confidence. If Chicago's growth is marvellous, that of 
Saint Paul and Minneapolis is magical. To-day, they send their 
morning papers into peaceful homes, where, but a few years ago, the 
savage Sioux fought with success against the insufiicient cavaliy and 
infantry of the United States. - ' 

. Neither Saint Louis nor Chicago are a full day’s journey, in the 
rapid express trains of the present, from New York; yet New York 
doM not seein to influence either of them' much, ^nt Lodk ^ la 
onginaL and independent even in its coimervatismits &ce is tn^ed 
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to tte South-Wesfc; it deals in iron, beer, cotton, and leather, and 
lead, mid lumber, and grain; the lead mining region tributary to it 
covers seven thousand square miles; the vast valleys around the Iron 
Mountain are filled with blast furnaces which send their product to 
Saint Louis; and Northern Texas and the Indian Territory fur¬ 
nish hundreds of thousands of bales of cotton. Saint Louis had 
1000 inhabitants in 1788; in 1888, it certainly has 600,000. 
Fifteen years ago its growth was so rapid that its School Board 
was compelled to build seven or eight large new school buildings 
annually, each capable of containing eight hundred pupils. The 
progress in Saint Louis was greater in the ten years after the close 
of the Civil War than in the other ninety odd yeara of its existence. 
Chicago was started when Saint Louis began to boast of its growth; 
the “ infant phenomenon ” had been wont to have everything its own 
way, and disliked a competition; hence much of its humour and 
rather ponderous merry-making at the expense of the Missourians. 
Saint Louis is distinctly picturesque, animated, vivacious; Chicago 
has vivacity, ^but is painfully ugly, even in its most majestic 
quarters. Chicago is rectilinear, like Berlin; Saint Louis is irregu¬ 
lar, graceful, and interesting, like Dresden or old Vienna. It has 
the river—the gigantic Mississipi, with its teeming fleets of steam¬ 
boats, and barges, and rafts, and its thousands of negro roustabouts, 
to give its fresh water port the animation of Genoa or Naples ; and 
it has, also, the flavour of “ Wild West,” which Chicago, if it ever 
had, has quite lost. Chicago is a New England city stopped by a 
vast lake while crossing a prairie, and fringed about with certain 
Western additions. Its cheap quarters are filled with the scum of 
half a dozen Northern European capitals ; ill-bom, ill-educated, lazy 
foreigners of the lowest class—mad with Socialism and muddled with 
drink. The foreign emigration to Saint Louis was of the better sort 
■—German politicians, writers, musicians, and minor philbsophers 
driven from Iheir native land by the Revolution of 1848, who, if they 
have not contributed anything very remarkable to the literature of 
their adopted country, have made a certain impress for good upon 
the social life of Saint- Louis* Chicago, undoubtedly, had the 
superior energy and enterprise in the days before the war; to-day 
Saint Ixjuis has little to envy her. Had Saint Louis been burned to 
the ground as Chicago was, her citizens would have rebuilt it from 
the ashes as cheeriully, and with as much courage, as was manifested 
by the men of the chief city of Illinois. Neither city has' much 
literary status; the schools and universities are abundant and richly 
endowed, but the mental activity does’ not get tumed into literary 
channels. There is high refinement of thought in Chicago, but it 
does not/ get 'ackmrate expression outside one or two chnr^es, pro- 
fe|8oriate8,"and newspapers.' In both Saint Loum and Chicago the 
ari)Mtecin»r;|| and.poot. Things are big j tmt'th^ 
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are not beautiful. Boish cities bavn miles on miles of mauEdons, but 
none with original character. Ifature has done much for the cities; 
the parks and gardens are enchanting; but in the main streets 
straggling processions of telegraph poles, and multicoloured signs, 
swinging high up above the roadways, mar the general effect. The 
slums—we will consider the Blu33as of all the American cities in a 
separate section. 

When Boston tightens its purse-strings, Chicago feels poor; but 
Saint Louis professes not to know where Boston is. Chicago harks 
back to the East; Saint Louis claims to hear the surf of the Mexican 
Gulf and the roar of the wind across the Sierra Madre. Chic^ is 
speculative, like San Erancisco—fond of “ corners ” and enormous 
operations which figure u^} millions; Saint Louis is ambitious, but 
dreads speculation. The Missouri capitalist says of a dangerous 
scheme, “ Rash and rapid, like Chicagothe Illinois adventurer 
says of a safe and steady enterprise, “ Slow and stupid, like Saint 
Louis.” 

The journey by steamboat from the Missourian metropolis to New 
Orleans, in the days when water transportation suffered no competi¬ 
tion from the now omnipresent railways, occupied as much time as 
the voyage to-day from New York to Liverpool; yet despite the 
immense distance (twelve hundred miles of tortuous river channel) 
the two communities were in reasonably intimate commtmion. At 
present there is rivalry, and its accompanying passion jealousy, to 
make these relations less cordial than of old. New Orleans feels 
that she should handle the cotton and other products of the newly 
developed South-West, but St. Louis is not willing to admit any such 
claim. It has been said that both Norfolk, in Virginia, and St. 
Louis, in Missouri, draw away from the New Orleans market cotton 
grown within two hundred miles of the Louisiana capital. Such are 
the vexatious changes wrought by the mighty development of the 
railway system. But New Orleans has many compensations: the 
wheat from California, Washington, and Oregon is carried to her 
granaries over the Southern Pacific Railway and its tributanes. 
This union of San Francisco and New Orleans by a direct southern 
rail route is to have many surprising commercial results by- 
and-by. 

The arrival at New Orleans by river on a lovely spring night, 
after an eight days’ journey down the majestic stream from lands 
where winter is still enthroned, is a sensation never to be forgotten. 
The long lines of electric lights reflected in the vast volmne of 
swiftly yet smoothly running water; the perfumes from the roses 
and iessamines in the thousands of gardens and pUmtations half 
hidden by the high levies ; the quaint and spectral passage of. 
immerous wMte steamboatsthe babble of French peasants and. the 
shoutmg ar^.snging of the irrepressiUe negroes; the mysterious 
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manner in which the whole great city seems to arise out of the 
bosom of the current—all these things produce a unique impression 
upon the stranger’s mind. New Orleans is the chief of the Missis¬ 
sippi : the huge stream brings her her wealth from foreign lands— 
covers her plantations fi-om time to time with fat alluvium, and, 
now and then, drowns them in chaotic ruin. On a Saturday even¬ 
ing, when dozens of three-storey steamboats are starting up river, 
saluting each other with their mellow whistles, rich and j)Oor citizens 
crowd the kdcs. They recognize in these quaint monsters, with 
iron bellies and flaming nostrils, the source of the city’s prosperity. 
On the and west of Canal Street, everything is American in 
aspect; east of Canal Street you are in old provincial France, in 
some quiet quarter of Bordeaux, or Toulouse, or P6rigueux. The 
architecture is half Spanish, half French; the ^ovtes cochkres, the 
balconies, the roofs, all speak of France and Spain; the shops are 
foreign in look, and so are the shopkeepers. The mingling of bloods 
and the sensuous climate have here contributed to give a voluptuous 
beauty, which, alas! fades early. French New Orleans seems to hold 
its own well: the clannish nation relinquishes as few of its habits as 
possible, and it may be blessed for having successfully exerted its 
influence on two important things in the city—good cookery and 
good taste in display. The markets are paragons of taste ; the shop 
windows arc poetic studies in arrangement. Exquisite greys and 
blues are to be seen on the walls, in the same effective contrast as in 
the skies of France. New Orleans is the city for night life. The 
warm and tranquil evenings, rich with the scent of flowers, are 
inexpressibly bewitching. The evening call is unconsdonsly pro¬ 
longed until the smallest hours of the morning. Society is gay, 
genial, eminently hospitable, a trifle provincial; but the latter feeling 
is by no means so apparent as before the' vrar. The Carnival festi¬ 
vities are far more elaborate and have more costly accessories than 
in Paris. Each year New Orleans, Memphis, and other of the great 
cotton cities give up business for a Carnival of nnrestrained jollity. 
The “ King of the Carnival ” demands the keys of the city, and requires 
implicit obedience from all. A famous tragedian, playing an enga^- 
ment in New Orleans, was informed by the King of Idle Carnival that 
on the first night of the saturnalia he must allow every one to enter 
his theatre without money and without price. He declined to obeyi and 
presentlyfound himself in gaol—the“king” having power over even the 
city police; nor was he released until he liad made on ample apology. 
No Northern city could support a Carnival like that of Memphis and 
New Orleans. The soft Southern atmosphere, the serene skies, tdie 
warmth, and fairy moonlight, the flowers and the grace in attitude 
and costume found in the South, are iieceBsary to this hi^tution. 
Many of the so-called Carnival balls in New York are orgies such 'as 
Now Orleans Woldd not, -for an instantj tolerate. The «upp6t 
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circles” in New York would not know kow to amnse tkemselves in 
Camiral. They could not, or they would not, unbend sufficiently; 
nor would any one of their numbefr die under the weight and heat 
of his disguise as did a member of the “ Mystic Crew of Comns ” in 
New Orleans some years ago, rather than break his oath 1^ reveal¬ 
ing his identity. Carnival can be celebrated only when la tiiz est 
da honinM, as in New Orleans. Yet the same city which pro¬ 
duces so many frolicsome temperaments also numbers among its 
citizens some of the most rigorous Presbyterians in the United 
States, men and women who never enter a theatre or countenance 
any other form of worldly entertainment. These excellent people 
act, both in society and in politics, as balance wheels, a function, for 
that matter, thoroughly fulfilled by the orthodox in nearly every 
American city. In New Orleans the blood leaps in the veins, and 
there are still many disastrous feuds and private quarrels which, in 
other communities, would be settled in the courts, but which are 
submitted to the supreme arbitrament of the knife or the pistol. 
“ I was somewhat alarmed when I received a message from a well- 
kuown politician that he would shoot me at sight,” said a Northern 
man who had settled in New Orleans, “ but I made up my mind 
that if I went to liye in the city I could not dodge such things, and 
so I armed myself, and went into all the places where this person 
was likely to be found, determined to have the first shot.” Nothing 
came of this sanguinary message on that occasion, but a few years 
afterwards the Northerner had killed his man in an encounter on a 
Njew Orleans side-walk, stabbing him with a common jack-knife! 
He was acquitted, although he had many political enemies. 

In alluding to this delicate subject of personal encqunters ” in 
the South, it is but fair to say that they are less numerous in city 
tban in country. Undoubtedly, most of the deadly quarrels in the 
cities, especially those between gentlemen, are due to two exaggera¬ 
tions—exaggerated notions about personal honour, and an excessive 
use of alcoholic fluids. Jealousy seems rather more common in the 
South than in the North; and resentment appears more lasting. 
The quarrels are rarely with strangers; a transient guest may say ' 
whatever he likes to the citizen who would at once resent the same 
remarks if made by a resident. 

Jfew Orleans is the only really great city in the South—^the. only 
one likely to assume a metropolitan cliaracter by-emd-by. ' But there 
aie many smaller communities which are distinctly cities, and. I^ve 
city ways, opinions, a^ styles, and export them to their .tributary 
districts. Some^pf these, are directly influenced by the Nortii^: ...Uke 
Jacksonville ip.Hoi^da,and Atlanta in OecKCgia; we had elpiost inpliided 
Charleston—-once the political antipode^ now the firm friend; <4 
Nqrth, even of Boston. ..The cities, of the South Atlantic sea^board 
h^ye be^4 readily and directly jmfluenced by what we.in&y call 
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the B©w national spirit than cities like New Orleans, and Galveston, 
and Eichmond, Charleston, without losing any of its old savour, has 
been modernized in thought, and reconciled completely with the 
Union and to the emancipation of the black serf. It keeps its 
quaint Old World look, and is the most ori^nal of Southern cities, 
^ere is a fascinating atmosphere of romance about its unpainted 
bouses with their mysterious porticoes, half buried under the luxu¬ 
riant foliage, and shaded by the moss-hung live oaks; but a walk 
along the busy avenues by the water side shows that Charleston is in 
constant and profitable communication with the great world out 
beyond, and that moi-e than one earthquake is necessary to destroy 
tho energy of its citizens. The current of foreign and Northern 
travel flows through Charleston and Savannah, and along the Flori¬ 
dian peninsula, to the lazy, and entrancing nook christened after Saint 
Augustine—a parjulise of orange orchax'ds set beside a sapphire sea. 
This new Eden boasts at the present time, if we are credibly informed, 
“the finest hotel in the world”—a structure beside which the 
caravaitserais of Northumberland Avenue sink into insignificance, at 
least in the Floridian imagination. Some day a stately Venice will 
grow up on the St. John’s in Florida; the banks of the noble river 
are already dotted here and there with splendid mansions, and a 
future century will give us tho ideal silent city in this most beautiful 
of Southern resorts. No city of the extreme South has more I’omantic 
associations than Saint Augustine: its crumbling fortress, its sea¬ 
wall, its bits of Spanish architecture all endear it to the now nation 
which has so few antiquities that it positively adores those in its 
possession. 

All those Southern cities—Savannah in the middle of its fat 
rice-fields and beside its meandering river; Charleston, on the sea; 
Galveston, stretching along the magnificent beach on the Gulf; 
Colombia, in tho rich and cool uplands of South Carolina; Columbus, 
with its groups of prosperous cotton-mills; Macon and Augusta and 
Atlanta—have their questions of race division, colour line and 
caste—questions which, to a foreigner, seem of minor importance, 
but which are burning and all-important ones to the Southerner. 
The negro in the cities, having voices in the conduct of affairs, 
becomes policeman, sometimes magistrate—^now and then higher 
official than the white man; but this result has not been reached 
without battle, and much animosity. In most of the Southern 
dties the negro’s gain in civilization is steady; if ho does not gain 
in morality, it is not the fault of the whites, who do their best to 
interest him. The ne^ shows a disposition to -fee clannish, and 
there are those who believe that one day the race will migrate south¬ 
ward to Mexico. But this does not coincide with the opinion which 
we heard expr^sed by a full-blooded negro in a convention which 
was con^dering .'the delica^ subject of a general emigration to 
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Liberia. “ Others may go to Africa, if ihey desire to do so,” said 
this sable orator; “ as for myself, I am black, but I am an Ameri¬ 
can. This is my country; I was bom in itj and I propose to remain 
in it. 

American cities, South and North, have one feature which is 
novel to the European, and which gives thorn an hospitable and 
confiding look. They are not filled with high walls, which jealously 
shut out fine mansions and gardens from the passer-by. There is 
no apprehension of the burglar, or of the neighbour, apparent in the 
millionaire’s boundaries. Once, small fences or hedges were the 
fashion, but now, in many cities, the private grounds are open to 
the street. In St. Louis, in the warm evenings, society moves on to 
the front porch, and from eight to ten o’clock a gentleman may call 
on a dozen ladies without being invited into a single house. Even 
the courting is conducted, with such decorum as the situation 
requires, on the front door-steps. This custom prevails in numerous 
other Western and South-Western towns. To the Boston mind this 
is quite startling: it shocks him even more than to leam that, in 
St. Louis, the theatres are open, as in wicked Paris, on Sunday 
evenings. In all American cities there is far greater freedom of 
social intercourse than in European centres. A young American girl, 
transferred to some continental town, where there is no calling out¬ 
side the circle of family relations, where there is no lecture course, 
no concert save that of the regimental band in the square, and no 
promenade save under the jealous scrutiny of a chaperone, would 
perish of mnui. At home she does not realize the extent of her 
freedom, and she could be brought to an adequate realization of its 
extent only by its temporary loss. 

In another paper we may pass in review some of the charac¬ 
teristics of the great cities of the Middle West, and the grand 
procession of cities between Washington, and Boston; and at the 
same time we may take occasion to examine certain questions of 
type, morality, culture, refinement, and its opposite—crime and its 
repression; industry and art, church and theatre, politics and play, 
in these numerous centres of the New World’s activity. 
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The twentieth Co-operative Congress, which met last month at 
Dewsbury, is worthy of notice on many grounds. The inaugural 
address was delivered by Mr. E. Vansittart Neale, a veteran 
co-operator, than whom no living man has rendered greater services 
to the movement, or made greater sacrifices for its advancement. 
He was one of the little band of Lincoln’s Inn men that gathered 
round Frederick Dennison Maurice, and included Canon Kingsley, 
Thomas Hughes, and some others whoso names are household words 
wherever social reformers are honoured. In 1849 he joined Maurice’s 
society for promoting working men’s associations. Bringing with 
him wealth, which he was willing to spend in the cause, energy, and 
an ardent temperament, he soon started several associations on a 
more ambitious scale than had been hitherto attempted. Most, if 
not all, of these failed more or less disastrously after a short career. 
Still Mr. Neale persisted. His time, his thoughts, and his purse 
were freely devoted to the cause which he had embraced—the elevation 
of the worker through the principles of co-operation. He established 
a “ central agency ” which anticipated the idea of the present 
“ wholesale society.” It failed too. But Mr. Neale’s failures were 
instructive, and they convinced many people of the gi’oat possibilities 
contained in the principle of associated action. He aided in estab¬ 
lishing the yearly congresses in 1869, and in 1875 he undertook the 
heavy duties of general secretary to the central board, a post which 
he still holds. After the address, Mr. Thomas Hughes—equally 
beloved by co-operators and schoolboys—making a presentation to 
Mr. Neale, on behalf of the Hebden Bridge Society, reminded his 
fellow-delegates that Mr. Neale was the “ owner of one of the most 
beautiful places on the banks of the Thames—in the very golden eye 
of England—Bisham Abbey. Mr. Neale might lite there in the 
enjoyment of every luxury, of every delight which it is possible for 
man to enjoy. But where do^ Mr. Neale live ? In lodgings in 
Manchester, which he (Mr, Hughes) had visited, and in which he 
was bmmd to say he would not care to spend his days.’^ To scorn 
delights and live laborious days in obscurity is admirable in thd' 
young and ambitious. In a man of seventy* eight, .who seeks no 
personal reward* it is heroic. 

Of Lord Bipon, who presided the second day, we need sayTitHe,' 
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except; to note that among his many genuine efforts to serve his 
generation, his steady, lifo-long support of co-operative principles is 
by no means the least. 

Mr. Cave, the president of the third day, has made his mark inside 
the co-operative body as a practical worker. His industrial career 
began at the ripe age of eight!—as a half-time piecer. By his 
own efforts, taking advantage of the opportunities which Dewsbury 
happily offered to all, he acquired a good commercial education, which, 
combined with business aptitude and solid elements of character, has 
gradually raised him to the position of “ trusted head of one of the 
largest and most flourishing co-operative societies in the kingdom, and 
the host, so to speak, of the members of the Congress of 1888." 

The inaugural address was admirable, and struck the key-note 
of the Congress’s proceedings—^What is co-operation going to do for 
the elevation of the worker as such ? As Mr. Holyoake dwelt last 
year with pardonable pride on the marvellous results that co-opera¬ 
tion has achieved in various ways, so Mr. Neale dwells with enthusiasm 
on the marvels of social regeneration that co-operation has yet to 
realize. The present time is felt to be a crisis. There is a danger, 
the pijesident said, lest the selfish devices of economy should get 
direction of the movement and damage its moral fibre. Equity was 
easily realized in the sphere of distribution. As the Yorkshireman 
said in the days when the co-operative idea was still new: “ It war 
a wonderful time when a man could get rich just by eating and 
drinking.” But Equity had a much harder task before her when, 
quitting the easy-going car of distribution, she mounted that of 
production, where she found before her, in Self-interest, “ a donkey 
that wouldn’t go.” This unhappy donkey got well walloped by, Mr. 
Neale and other speakers. He put very strongly the argument 
against permitting tbe consumer to appropriate the whole .of the 
profits, and had no difficulty in showing that co-operation could not 
sanction such a one-sided arrangement. He pleaded irresistibly for 
a federal union of produced and consumers through the wholesales, 
p&rt profit and part management being conceded to the workers. 
Hound the principles on which the president took his stand the din 
of battle raged for three days, amid many confusing and irrelevant 
cries ; but in the end he bad the satisfaction of seeing the majority 
of the combatants range themselves under his banner. 

The special interest of the Dewsbnry Congress lies in its formal 
adoption of the principle known as profit-sharing.” They have 
recommended its application in all “ productive ” businesses carried 
on by co-operators. We confess we do not*seewhyit should be 
confined to productive business. We should have thought it equally 
desirable in distributive. That, however, is a small point in praetiee, 
and the omission was probably due to oversight. The main pmht is 
thaf^ by a comnderable majority, the Congress has recommended 
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in all l^rodtzctire associations, an alliance be formed on equitable 
conditioim for the sharing of profits and risks between the worker, 
riie capitalist, and the consumer.” This is a victory of immense 
importance for the true idea of co-operation., That idea was, and 
is, that after full and fair payment to capital according to its risk, 
the profit remaining should be divided among all who have con¬ 
tributed to produce it, according to the money value of their 
services, instead of going, as it does in ordinary cases, wholly and 
exclusively to the employer. This principle has been reiterated 
under various forms, again and again. Speakers and writers Jiave 
taken it as their text, and dilated upon it as the guiding principle 
of the co-operative movement. The Co-operative Union of Great 
Britain states in its rules and orders, as one of its fundamental 
principles, that it aims at “ conciliating the confiicting interests of 
the capitalist, the worker, and the purchaser, through an equitable 
division among them of the fund commonly known as profit.” Yet, 
strange to say, the attempt to realize this aim has been again and 
again deferred, and up to the present moment hardly a pretence of 
sharing profits with the workers has been made. 

The fact, of courses is, that the great mass of so-called co-oper¬ 
ators are simply co-operative consumers, and do not pretend to be 
anything more: hard-working poor folk, who have clubbed their 
small means in order to get the necessaries of life cheaper and 
better, by doing for themselves honestly what they have hitherto 
paid the retail trader to do for them, which he has not always 
done honestly. The benefits they obtain as consumers are imme¬ 
diate and obvious. , But it is not so easy for them to see, nor is 
it quite so certain, that they would get any immediate benefit by 
the sacrifice of a portion of, tlieir profit as consumers for the sake 
of a principle from which they are never likely to reap any personal 
benefit. ■ Many of them, no doubt, neither understand nor care a fig 
for the principle. All they comprehend is that they are. asked to 
give up what is legally theirs for the benefit of a group of men 
already as well off as themselves. To get them to understand the 
cause, to see its bearing oh the future welfare of the class to which 
they belong, and to inspire them wiA some genuine enthusiasm for 
that cause is, after aU, the only chance for productiye co-operation 
and the social regeneration which it promises. 

The practical importance of the resolution passed by the Congress 
will be seen if we bear in mind- that, the Oo-operatave Wholesale 
Society, generally for shortness called “ the Wholesale,” belongs to 
the 750 (or ^ereabemts) retail stores who send delegates to the 
Congress, to that the delegates-ore the elected representatives of the 
owners the Wholesale. Whatever, therefore, the delegates in 
Cqngresft .'hi morally, though not legally, binding on the 
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'Now, it happens, fortunately for the cause of progress, that the 
''^olesole is t^e proprietor of several producing eatabUshments. It 
has a factory for boots and shoes at Leicester and another at Heck- 
mondwike. It makes soap at Durham, and biscuits, sweets, &c., at 
Crumpsall. These factories are owned, and have hitherto been 
worked, by the Wholesale on precisely the same lines that joint- 
stock companies own and work their profit-grinding enterprises, 
except that, as the Wholesale manufactures only to supply its own 
members and not to sell to strangers in the general market, it is 
under no temptation to make bad articles or to gain profit unfairly. 
Most admirably has the Wholesale done its work—a perfectly 
legitimate work—^for its owners ; and as they are some 600,000 poor 
men and women, we are tempted to think that no words of acknow¬ 
ledgment can be too strong for the services it has rendered 
distHhiUive co-operation. We acknowledge its beneficent action in 
that field of enterprise. But it has done nothing to elevate the 
position of the workers as such; and we would urge upon the 600,000 
workers who own the Wholesale, tliat if it shrinks from the experi¬ 
ment of profit-sharing with their employes, they must look in vain 
for any other body to make it. Excepting, perhaps,' the trades 
unions, who for some reason have hitherto been either indifferent or 
hostile to co-operation, there is* no association of workers who are as 
deeply interested as they are in improving the status of workers, and 
in securing to them an equitable share of profits and a reasonable 
degree of independence, based on the possession of the means of 
setting themselves to work. Nor has any other body of workers 
equal advantages—-a considerable capital, a market under its own 
control, organizatidkj experience, and prestige. 

We have often wondered why the trades unions do not start 
producihg associations on co-operative principles. They have capital 
enough to make experiments, and they have in their organization 
and their knowledge of each other all that seems wanted to enable a 
number of highly-skilled workmen to work successfully in associa¬ 
tion. It is, therefore, a very encouraging and satisfactory sign that a 
new productive society, the Midland Tin-plate Workers, has been 
started by a trades union. This, as Mr. Hughes remarked, is a 
splendid advance on the fine words which alono have hitherto charac¬ 
terized the relations between trades unionists and co-operators. 

One thing our Engbab workmen lack,'when compared with their 
brethren on ^eObhtinent—namely, the habit of submission to discipline 
and control. In tnodbm industries which are so vast, so complex, so 
far beyond the mental comprehension of most of those concerned in 
' carrying them on, discipline and ready ol>edimiee to authority are as 
necessary as they ore in modern armies. So long as employers wield 
the povrer they have at present the necessary discipline 'is secured; 
but the monumjb this power is destroyed, and labour attempts to 
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organic itself on a democratic bai^s^ the lack of discipline tells 
disastrously. Our national disposition and our'unmilitary habits are 
unfavourable to these industrial virtues. The militarism of the chief 
Continental States is now, strangely enough, coming to the aid of 
their industrialism, while with us industrialism seems likely to suffer 
from lack of that discipline which militarism alone is capable of 
supplying at tho present day. There can bo little doubt that the 
greater success of co-operative production in Prance, as compared 
with England, is due very largely to the spirit of discipline and of 
obedience to orders which the military training of the whole manhood 
of the country has impressed on the workers. No other fact accounts 
for the contrast between our failure in co-operative manufacturing 
and our acknowledged ’ supremacy in competitive manufacturing. 
In distribution we have not been similarly handicapped because 
discipline is hardly required, and so in this department our national 
superiority in trade has enabled us to go far ahead of our neighbours. 

To understand the significance of tlie resolutions passed at Dews¬ 
bury, and the meaning of the discussions about them, we must bear 
in mind the position which co-operation, as a practical movement, 
has attained in England, what solid results it has achieved, and 
how far its methods are in harmony with the ideas of the founders 
of the movement. Probably, correct notions on these matters are 
much loss common than is supposed. Co-operation is a term which 
covers many varieties of associated effort which have little in common. 
But for our pvrrpose we need only consider the two main.divisions, 
commonly known as distributive co-operation and productive co¬ 
operation ; or, as they are sometimes called, co-operative trading and 
co-operative production. 

We intend only to speak of working men’s associations. The 
great London middle-class stores, the “ Civil Service ” and the 
“ Army and Navy,” we are not concerned with here, as their raison 
iVitre is not to better the condition of the working classes, and they 
are not in the Co-operative Union. They have simply borrowed a good 
idea and worked it skilfully for their own benefit, in which there is 
nothing either specially praiseworthy or reprehenrible. Most people 
are familiar with the distributive store or retail trading association. 
It can be formed by any number of people subscribing to purchase 
the goods they require direct from the wholesale merchant or manu¬ 
facturer, instead of going singly for everything they need to the 
neighbouring retail shops. In this way they can dispense with' the 
services of the retail trader or ordinary shopkeeper,' and of course 
save for themselves the profit which has hitherto gone to the shop¬ 
keeper. The amount of that proS: is found to be about £10,000 for 
ev^ 4000 poor families. It seems, therefore, as Mr. Holyoake 
poi^ evfery 4000 poor families who patronize thb small 

the hu^e suth of , £10,000 a year fw having their goods 
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handed to them across the counter. The co-operative movement has 
made this quite unnecessary wherever there are enough people to set 
up a store. Moreover, co-operators not only get their commodities 
cheaper by this means, but they get rid of the danger of adulteration 
by the shopkeeper—a very considerable danger and a real grievance. 
A very short experience convinced most of these stores that it is 
best to charge their members the ordinary prices current in the 
neighbouring shops, and to divide periodically amongst the members 
whatever profit results. The members prefer this because they find 
it easier to save the profit when it comes in a good lump sum. All 
purchases are paid for at the time of making, so there is no running 
into debt on the part of the members, and there are no “ bad debts ” 
for the store to write off. The profits are divided amongst the 
members in proportion to the value of their purchases. In other 
words, they get back a discount or percentage on their purchases— 
the amount of the percentage depending of course on the amount of 
profit made by the store. It is found to range on an average from 

Is. Qd. to 2s. ^d, in the pound. 

• 

“A well-conducted retail store gives back to its membei’s 2s. in the 
£ in dividends on their purchases, thereby proving that a man’s wages 
are worth 10 per cent, more to him when they do not pass through 
the hands of the private retail shopkeeper \ and if these dividends, instead 
of being withdrawn and spent; are left in the stores as loans or shares, 
they are increased by interest at the rate of 5 per cent, per annum. Now, 
rich men habitually pass by the retail shopkeepers for many of their 
largo purchases, and so secure to themselves this saving of 10 per cent, on 
their outlay, whilst very poor men, who are not members of co-operative 
stores, often get into debt with a back-street huckster, who takes even more 
than the ordinary retailer’s profit for his risk. The co-operative store, by 
abolishing the retail dealer, enables the poorest man to get as much for a 
shilling as the rich man does when he buys from a whold^lo dealer, and it 
also delivers him from all fear of retail adulteration.” 

Members must become shareholders to the extent generally of £1 
at least. But in a society already established this is made easy for 
new members by allowing them to become members on paying a 
deposit of Is., and crediting them with the dividends on their purchases 
until the dividends thus accumulated amount to the value of a share. 

Any one can become a shareholder, and therefore the shares 
cannot rise above par. There are, at present, in the United King¬ 
dom, about 1350 of these working-men’s retail stores. Most of them 
have joined the Co-operative Union and send delegates to the annual 
Congress. The number of memters of .these stores is over 920,000. 
They are steadily increasing, and in two or three years will certainly, 
exceed 1,000,000. I^ey.have a E&are capital of about £9,000,000,. 
besides some millions on deposit. The abiount of their sales to 
members was ovqy £24,000,000 last year. The profits shared amqnjg^ 
members amounted to cIom on £3,000,000 sterling 1 Think of ^ig; 
A revenue of 1^,000,000 a year saved to working-men co-openitbnr 
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without ap.y sacrifice on their part—^nay, with manifest benefits of 
other kinds, both material and moral, simply by improved organization. 

Looking only at this financial result, what might not the working 
classes do for their class by a wise use of such ^revenue! A portion 
of it they do, in fact, use right wisely and even nobly. Libraries, 
news-rooms, science classes, and University scholarships they have 
established. They subscribe to hospitals and various charities. They 
have placed public fountains in our streets and life-boats on our coasts. 

But behind the retail stores, there is another development of 
distributive co-operation about which one hears loss, and yet it is, in 
some respects, more important. We mean the two co-operative whole¬ 
sale societies—one in England and one in Scotland. The establish¬ 
ment, by a federation of retail stores, of a great wholesale dep6t of 
their own, from which they could buy what they required, instead 
of going singly to the merchant or manufacturer, was partly forced 
on the stores by the tradesmen’s threats of boycotting them. In 
some cases merfchants and manufacturers did not dare to supply thes(i 
stores for fear of losing their business with the neighbouring shop¬ 
keepers, who had threatened to withdraw their custom if the manu¬ 
facturers and merchants supplied the stores. Tliis was a serious 
danger, which at one time looked very likely to crush the struggling 
“ co-ops.” Fortunately, a way of escape-was soon found, and in the 
result the merchants and manufacturers lost much of the custom of 
the stores, for which they are now ready to beg, cap in hand, while 
the enmity of the petty trader is rendered powerless. What inore 
natural than for the separate stores throughout the country'to com¬ 
bine for the purchase or importation of their supplies direct from the 
producer, and thus save for themselves the merchant’s profit, just as 
the scattered individuals in villages had already combined to purchase 
their supplies direct from the merchant, thus saving the shopkeeper’s 
profit. The happy idea was at once acted on, and in 18G4 the 
English Co-operative Wholesale commenced business, doing a trade 
of j 688,000 in that year. The latest returns show that its sales for 
last year were not far off-£6,000,000 sterling. Its trading capital is 
over £880,000. It owns four valuable steamships of 500 tons eiich, 
which cany British produce to France and Germany and bring back 
French and German produce for the consumption of the members of 
the English retail stores. It has a number of purchasing depdts in 
Ireland, in America, and on the Continent, for the purpose 6f pro¬ 
visions. We . should have explained that l^e Wholes^e is atra^g 
partnership, the members being not individuals but co<)pie^tive 
societies.Only 877 out* of the whole hunger of EngTIaTi stores 
belong to it, or rather it belongs to fiie fe77.’stores; but all Othew 
can becQ^ mjambers by complying wit^ the conditions,' which are 
^^^ncrous; A Store, to become a mejnbeSr of the Whble^le» mu^ 
tAkr a dupibep of its £5 shares, proportioned to the number 
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of individital memb^ of tbe store in question. Thus every member 
of a retail stca*e wMcb ie in partnership with tho Wholesale is really 
a part proprietor of that great institution, and has, through his 
delegate, a voice ix||),its management. As the Wholesale sells only 
to its own members, who represent nearly 700,000 co-operators, it has 
no inducement to make profit out of them or to give them bad 
articles, so that its members have their six millions’ worth of goods 
handed to them at manufacturers’ or importers’ prices with no deduc¬ 
tion beyond bare working expenses. 

The immediate object of distributive co-operation is to dispense 
with all unrmmary profit-absorbing agents who intervene between 
the consumers of commodities and their producers, playing the part 
of parasites. By getting rid of these tho cost of living is reduced, 
and at the same time temptations to adulteration and cheating are 
removed. The poor man, because he buys in small quantities, is the 
special victim of these uneconomic arrangements. He actually gets 
appreciably less for his shilling than the rich man gets for his, the 
reason being that the commodities bought by the poor man have 
passed through a greater number of profit-abstracting hands. We 
have shown how distributive co-operation has got rid of two sets of 
these agents—the retail shopman and the wholesalo merchant—with 
great benefit to poor consumers. A still further saucing is effected, 
and further purity of commodity secured, if the manufacturer can be 
dispensed with as well as the merchant and the shopkeeper. This 
is what the Wholesale Society is now gradually accomplishing. It 
already has its manufactures of boots and shoes, soap, biscuits, sweets, 
preserves, &c., and every member of a store that is in partnershi|) 
with the Wholesale may, in a trading sensoj consider himself a manu¬ 
facturer of all these things. 

We have not space to tell of half the wonderful achievements 
of co-operation, its palatial warehouses in vai'ious great cities, its 
streets of dwellings, its bank, handling £16,000,000 or £17,000,000 a 
year, its shares' in great enterprises like tho Manchester Canal, its 
newspapers, its lecture-halls. 

^In 1864, Mr. Gladstone, speaking in Parliament on the co-opera¬ 
tive movement, declared that ten years before, “ if I had be^n told 
that labpuring men would so associate together for their mutual 
advantage I should have regarded the prediction as absurd.” But 
look what strides have been made, since Mr. Gladstone spoke thus 
admiringly. He spoke of 130,000 co-operators; they are now nearly 
1,000,000. ,.Hp WM thinking of a tr^de of £3,000,000: it. has 
grown to over £30,0.00,000. He rejoiced that a body of working 
men conld save £SOP}000 on their yearly consumption: they ^ved 
£3,000,000,last year. . ' 

No one.^l now deny that ccHjperatlon, in ifs distributive'dejjkrt-. 
ment at. adl. events, is a great social and indostrial fact: a ^lei^d 
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tritimph for the principles of mutual confidence and combination for 
collective purposes. 

For a fuller account of the Wholesale and its constitution we refer 
the inquirer to Mcssi-s. Acland and Jones* Wor^v:g-rimi Co-operaiors 
(Cassell & Co.), or to an admirable little pamphlet which we have 
freely drawn on entitled The Co-opercUive Wholesale Society ; What 
is It ? (Co-operative Printing Society, Manchester). We will conclude 
our brief account of distributive co-operation wuth the following 
exceri^t from this little pamphlet:— 

“ We hav'G sJiown thiit the retail and wholesale stores together save 
about 11J per cent, for consumers. There are five millions of families of 
working ]ieo|)Ie in Great Britain and Ireland receiving amongst them some 
four Jinndred millions sterling per annum. Now, if all except what is 
necessary for payment of rent and taxes was spent at the store, and by 
the store attbo Co-operative Wholesale, 10 percent, saving thereon would 
amount in twenty years to over six hundred millions sterling, which 
sum would be sufficient to make them all their own em^oyers. 

“ Is not co-operation well worthy of the support of working men I ” 

This brings us to the heart of the matter. Tho founders of the 
co-operative movement in England, as w^ell as in France, were social 
reformers, and aimed at far more than enabling the working-man 
to spc'nd his shilling to the best advantage. Their aim was to 
emancipate the, labourer from dependence on his.capitalist employer. 
Tho only way they saw by which this emancipation could be 
effected vras that the workman should, by some means or other, 
obtain tho control of the capital which was necessary to keep him 
employed. In other words, he must become his own employer. 
Only in this way could ho avoid the iron law which decrees that he 
shall nevoif permanently get more for his services, however valuable 
they may be, than a bare subsistence wage, while even that is fear¬ 
fully precarious. But how to get hold of this necessary capital ? 
Socialists demanded that the State should lend or give it. This 
way of solving the difficulty did not recommend itself to any con¬ 
siderable number of Englishmen, either workers or thinkers. They 
had more confidence in som® form of self-help. 

Various experiments were tried, and noble efforts were made, to 
start associations of workmen more or less their own mast^. 
These efforts have gone on to the present day with varying for¬ 
tunes, but giving ever more and more promise of ultimate sucoess. 
It soon became evident that ^only by accumulating the savings 
arising from co-operative trading was .there much hope of thq 
working-men co-operators fcirming a fund with which to set up 
p^uctive asscSciations. This was. the idea of the Bochdale 
Koneers, .and jit has since been acted upon i|L quite a consider¬ 
able number of, cases; but, ui^prtunately,.it has in most cases, been 
acme solely jhi'the inte;^Bt;.o£ ;.the stores ly whom the capital was 
^0^ iuter^^t of the worker employed was not at .%11 
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considered, thus quite ignoring the equitable principle on vrhich the 
social reformers baaed their faith in co-operation. 

To make this clear, let us consider an actual case. The Whole¬ 
sale. Society has, as we said, a factory for the making of boots and 
shoes at Leicester, but its employSs there^—the working-knen who 
actually make the boots and shoes—are hired exactly as they might 
be by Messrs. Babbits or Mr. William Whiteley. They have no 
share in the capital of the concern, nor any voice in its manage¬ 
ment. The Wholesale is as completely and despotically their 
master—a very good one no doubt—as any private manufacturer 
could be. Nor have they any more interest in tlie success of their 
concern than Mr. Whiteley’s employ6s have in his success. They get 
no .share of profits, however largely they may have contributed to 
make them. The profits go to the Wholesale, and by it are distri¬ 
buted throughout the 050,000 members of the stores to whom the 
Wholesale belongs. As Mr. Ilolyoake strikingly put it in his speech 
at Dewsbury— 

“ In 1886 the Wholesale workshops made £d500 of profit, which amounted 
to £9 1C«. per workman,.there being 996 of them. Instwd of giving it to 
labour, which earned it, they gave it to 970 stores. These, in their turn, 
dare not keep it, but had to give it to 650,000 members, who received one 
farthing and a half each. Thus 650,000 co-operators, with honesty in their 
hearts and equity on their tongues, were induced to deprive 996 workmen 
of £9 10s. each for the pitiful bribe of a farthing and a half.” 

This way of looking at the facts is hardly fair to the 650,000 
co-operators; for unless Mr. Holyoake thinks they are bound in equity 
to give up the whole of the profits which their capital has at least 
contributed to make, he will be obliged to approve next year of 
depriving the 99G workmen of some portion of their profit (say one- 
half, i.e.f £4 15s. each) for the pitifuller bribe of three-quarters of 
a farthing to each of the 650,000. The number of the claimants for 
a given sum is no reason why it should not be given to them. 
Moreover, the workshops are in their infancy, but when they grow 
to manhood the profits may be quite respectable, even if divided 
among six or seven hundred thousand poor people. 

^The only real question is—are the claimants entitled to this stnn ? 
They have, of course, the same title, both legal and moral, t^t the 
shareholders in any common joint-stock business have to the profits 
of their business, and as they are mostly hard-working poor folk, 
who feel very keenly the natural impulse to do the best they can for 
themselvea and their children with the little savings which they 
have been taught to look on as absolutely thmr own, we cannot but 
think Hr. Holyoake chides them somewhat harshly. Probab^, 
however, Mr. ‘Hbly4||^e meant no more thafi. that capital should 
have got 0 ^ the profit, to the complete exclusion of labour; and in 
this we agree Ivi^ him. We also entirely agree with him inj this, 
^at without‘ soine sacrifice, or what looks like a sacrifice, of;'^ir 
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mdividnal interests, co-operators will do little to advance the eman* 
cipation of labour, very little towards realizing the beautiful vision 
of the labourer his own employer, very little towards redeeming their 
pledge to “ conciliate the conflicting interest of the capitalist, the 
worker, and the purchaser through an equitable division among them 
of the fund commonly known as profit.” This is the high ideal 
which all the founders and promoters of co-operation outside the 
ranks of the working-men, as well as many of the most enlightened 
and disinterested of (he working-men themselves, have always kept 
before them and endeavoured to induce all co-operators to adopt. 
The question is what kind and degree of sacrifice, or apparent 
sacrifice, arc co-operators to be asked to make for the sake of the 
cause. This is the question which in one form or another has been 
long and hotly discussed in all co-operative circles. 

It is an error to imagine the ideal form of co-operative production 
to be that in which each group of workers owns and manages the 
business in w'bich the grouj) is employed, and is independent of all 
the world outside. According to tips notion the Wholesale, if its 
aaembers were absolutely uninfluenced by self-interest, and were 
thinking only of the cause 6f labour, would aim at establishing such 
independent associations of workers. This could be done no doubt 
in the case of every successful association by the simple process of 
dividing the profits amongst its working members, provided that 
instead of paying out these profits in cash the aiqounts were credited 
to the account of the members. The profits thus accumulated would, 
in a long or short time, according to the success of the business, be 
sufficient to pay off the original capital advanced by the Wholesale 
when starting the association. As soon as this was done the workers 
would be their own masters, working oh a capital fairly earned, 
according to this theory, by themselves. One after another similar 
independent associations might be launched. The superior economy 
with which they could be managed, the greater interest and intelli¬ 
gence their workers would throw into their daily task, and the lower 
profits with which they might well be content, would give them an 
advantage over the old-fashioned capitalist establishments, sufficient 
perha]|8 to compensate, for the loss of energy, enterprise, and rapidity 
of decision under collective as compared with individual management. 

But such an association, having no co-operative relations with any 
group outside its own narrow limits, w6uld be a piirely emnpetitive 
profit-making institution, and would infallibly degenerate Wore long 
into an assodation of capitalist shareboldeia, exploiting' their wage- 
paid labourers. And what advantage would the membeaea tA 
Wholesale reedve for the surrender of a/suc^sful faetOTy setup 
ly themaelves wi^ih their capital, at their rislc^to supply tl«ir own 
wants? Ovesp "and above the. satisfinstion pf believing; they had 
®dviiiaciad; iho oapse pf labour, there is no very obvious advantage,. 
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CMtainly there is no ;peotfiiiary advantage adequate to their pecuniary 
sacrifice/ 

We must, therefore^ dismiss the idea of founding independent 
associations of workers nWth the funds of the general body of retail 
co-opeirators.' 

But, if we must not aim at making the workshops independent 
of the Wholesale, we can, at least, apply the well-tried principle of 
profit-sharing. Instead of aH the profits, however large, going to the 
owners of the Capital, a portion can be made over to the workers, 
after fairly remunerating the owners of the capital. The true prin¬ 
ciple appears to us to be that, as the labourer receives a fixed 
minimum I’eward for his services, in tho shape of a daily or weekly 
wage, so capital should receive a fixed minimum reward for its 
services, in the shape of some specified rate of interest, say 5 per 
cent. But no profit is possible unless the goods are ultimately 
purchased. The price paid b^ the consumer is, therefore, an 
important factor in' the final profit. He ought, therefore, to be 
considered in tho division of profit. Whatever net profits remain, 
after payment of minimum wages and minimum interest, should be 
divided between the workers, the owners of the capital, and the 
purchasers of the produce, not necessarily equally, but according to 
some just rule, taking account of the various degrees in which labour 
and capital and consumption have contributed to the result, the risks* 
to which the capital is exposed, and so on. 

Now this is what co-operators have at last decided to do ; and it 
is this decision which will make the Dewsbury Congress memorable 
in co-operative annals. Tho Congress has no legislative power, but 
its moral influence is immense, and its members represent tho 
separate societies and may be presumed to speak the wishes and 
sentiments of these societies. We have, therefore, good reason to 
expect that the resolution, which was carried by 213 to 160 of the 
delegates present, will be acted upon by at least as large a proportion 
of the societies*. 

The final resolution was as follows:— 

“ That this Congress recommends that by whomsoever productive enter¬ 
prises are established', whether by wholesale or distributive 6ociet{e{^'or,by 
organizations of workpeople themselves, an alliance be formed on equitable 
conditions of profits and risks between the worker, the capitahst, and the 
consumer; and that this Congi^ invites the wholesale societies of England 
and ScotWd, and all distnbutive'societies who carry on production on their- 
own account, to adopt, in.the conduct, of their works, the principle 
formulated'above, and to .assist the United Board ly suggesting plans for 
perfecting it.!' , ' ' 

It will .'te the Congress- has only adopted the 

principle that worker,capitalist, and coaqsmher are.each entitle'to- 
stme sha^ of profit. WMt share must be fixed by a sejNSirate 
mle m each' bote)/' will be noted idso tiiat the Congress 
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pronounced any judgment on the hotly disputed issues between the 
“ federalists ” and the “ individualists ” as to whether the wholesales 
or the smaller societies can best undertake the starting of such 
productive societies. These questions are apparently not yet ripe for 
settlement. The wholesale must prove its fitness to be entrusted 
with this all-important function. We do not doubt that it will 
succeed. 

, As the newspaper accounts of what took place at the Congress 
were singularly confusing and inaccurate, it may be worth while to 
give the following excerpt from a letter in which Mr. Holyoake 
explained the matter to the Spectator :— 

« 

“ Two sets of resolutions were brought forward. One, by the adversaides 
of profit-sharing with workman, which, however, declared that labour 
sliould participate in profits ‘ whenever they can be divided with equity; ’ 
but prescribed no conditions ensuring its being done. 

“ The other set of resolutions declared in favour of profit-sharing with 
labour, and proposed that ‘productive works should be carried on by 
^listinct registered societies,’ which vest the management in the members, 
and prescribes the ‘allotment of profits in transferable shares with a federal 
\inion of all productive societies.’ These resolutions bore the names of the 
President, Mr. Vansittart Neale, and four ex-Presidents, Thomas Hughes, 
Lord Ripon, Sedley Taylor, and myself. It was evident from the temper 
of the Congress that this series of resolutions could be carried. As co- 
operators prefer to proceed by common consent, as most conducive to unity 
and good feeling, a substitute resolution was proposed by me, which afSrmed 
the principle of ‘ profit-sharing with labour, custom, and capital,’ and 
referred the question to the United Board iq connection with the \^ole- 
sale Society, * to report to the next Congress the best plan for giving effect 
to the principles.’ This resolution had the advantage of being assented to 
by both sides, which would ensure its being carried out, as Congress has no 
executive authority oter the Wholesale Society, it being an independent 
iussociation. Congress has only a moral authority in these cases. This 
resolution was carried with acclamation. Then a further motion was made, 
enlarging the scope of my motion, by recommending an alliance between all 
productive societies, on the principle of ‘ sharing profits and risks between 
the worker, the capitalist, and the consumer.’ This was pift by the ^hair 
as an ‘^endment;’ but it might have been put as an insjtruction to the 
flxecutive charged with the du% of carrying out the prece*ding resolution. 
Mr. Swallow, who moved it, and his immediate supporters, intended going 
further than the motion carried. I voted for this instruction also, as did 
Mr. Greening, a str^uous advocate of profit-sharing, and nearly all those 
who had voted for the previous motion, so that it was carried by a larger 
number than before, the main resolution beihg supported by 160 votes, 
and this enlargement of its.scopeby 218, none, so far as 1 observed, voting 
against it. ^ Thus the unanimity of the Congress was expressed in favour of 
™iiy carrying out th6 principle for which. Mr.,Neale, Mr. Hugh^, Lord 
Ripon, Mr. Greening, Mr. Taylor, and myself contended. This.wotdd have 
been done ye^ ago had co-operators uqderstoott the case.V. 

For the sake of brevity and clearness of illfistratioQ we Have 
almost cgnlned our mention of productive societies to those that 
belcnig to the ^/^olesale, and are in fact di^artments of that Society. • 
But ^ere is a gr^ vaiSi^y of constitutions amongst the productive,, 
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,Bocietae9 calling themselves co-operative. Mr. J. C. C^ray, in a very 
suggestive paper read before the Plymotlth Congress in 1886, gives 
the following classification;— 

1. Societies working on a system similar to the joint-stock companies, 
being owned by society and individual capitalists, and dividing all tho 
profits on capital. 

2. Societies on the federal principle, carried on by societies as collective 
capitalists, and dividing all profits between capital and purchasers. 

3. Societies, such as com mills, &c., working under a mixed proprietor¬ 
ship of societies and individuals, paying a fiied interest to capital, and 
dividing all profits amon^t their customers. 

4. Societies having a mixed proprietorship of sociq^ties, individuals, and 
workers, dividing profits between capital, purchase, and labour. 

5. Societies carried on by workers only, sometimes with borrowed capital, 
paying a fixed interest on the capital, and dividing the remainder of the 
profits on labour only. 

Only the Societies in groups four and five, it will be seen, give 
any direct benefit to their workers. They alone, therefore, are true 
to the highest aims of co-operation.. Their numbers are few as yet; 
but we may expect they will increase in the future, since Congress 
has pronounced in favour of them. The constitution of gijoup four 
is the only one that presents any difficulty. One or two examples 
will illustrate the principle. 

The Paisley Co-operative Manufacturing Society, for instance, has 
305 members, 120 of these being distributive stores, the remainder 
workpeople and other individuals. It divides its profits between 
shareholders, workers, and customers. At a recent division capital 
got per £ for the half year; workers and customers got lid. 
per £ on their respective wages and purchases during the same 
period. 

One of the most encouraging instances is tho Hebden Bridge 
Fustian Manufacturing Co-operation Society, of which we take the 
following account from Mr. Gray’s pamphlet:— 

The Hebden Bridge Fustian Manufacturing Co-operation Society came 
into existence in 1870. It commenced by the payment of weekly.sub¬ 
scriptions of 3d. each amongst % few fustian-cutters, who hoped by tbip 
means to provide something in the shape of a mutual benefit fund, upon 
which they might draw in case of need. Their attention was, however, 
directed to association as a vnmns of sdf-mv^jTmnt^ and they formed 
themselves into a society for the manufacture of fustian cloth in the latter 
part of 1870. At'first they confined their operations to fustian-cutting, 
which was done in the homes of the workmen after their ordinary day’s 
work was over, and the sums so earned were credited to the workers in the 
books of the society as riiare capital. Thus, without leaving their previous 
employment, they were enabled gradually to work themselves iujp capitalists 
on a small scale, and were l^ riow degrees building up a society destined in 
after years to find employment for all its members, if they so deshed. The 
pieces of. fustiaq so cut were sent out to be "dyed and finished, and then ‘ 
spld to co-operarive atom imd others. The next atop was to take a rci^ 
and commence to inakq up the pieces^ when finished, into clothing,, thus 
. finffing employment for more workpeople. This was continued un^ the 
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year 1&74, when a department for dyeing and finishing was added, a factory 
and estate costing i67000 being purchased for this purpose. During aU 
this period the sales to co-operative societies were steadily increasing, and 
the demands upon the resources of the society became greater, until in the 
present year (1886J it commenced to weave its own cloth, and is thus in a 
position to take the cotton from the spinner and deliver it to its customers 
made up into clothing ready for wear. Commencing in 1870 with tio 
regular workers, but simply employing its members in their leisure time at 
home, this society now has 200 Workpeople in its employ, 'wnd these work¬ 
people are all shareholders to 0^ greater or less extent. It cdmmenced with a 
trade of £32 for its first half-year. Now it is approaching a turnover of 
£30,000 per annum. The profits realized froiji the first half-year were £3; 
this last year they amounted to £2500. Its share capital now amounts 
to £17,857, of whiSh £8059 is owned by 168 co-operative distributive 
societies, £2398 bg the workpeople, and £7400 by other individuals. Three- 
fourths of its trade is’donowith co-operative stores. . Of the profits, capital 
receives at the rate of 7^ per cent, per annum, with the exception of a new 
issue of shares just commenced, which receive only 5 per cent. ■ The re- 
mainder is divided at an equal rate per £ upon the wages earned by the work¬ 
people and the amount expended by the purchasers respectively. During 
the transaction.^ of thirty half-years it has only failed on six occasions to 
pay a dividend to workers and oustdmers. The portion of profit falling to 
each worker is credited to his account as share capital until he ho^ at least 
£20 paid up in the society. This course has the effect of giving each of 
the workpeople a thorough interest in the welfare of the society; greater 
care and economy is exercised in all departments of labour; and each one 
puts forth every endeavour to do liis share towards roaking the business 
profitable, knowing that in proportion to the results so will his shore of 
profits be.” 

Many other instances might be given to show that co-operative 
production can succeed, and is gradually finding out how to do so— 
finding out by the only conclusive method, actual experiment. * 

The chief interest and importance of the co-operative movement 
lies, as we have said, in the prospect it holds out of making the 
workers independent of capitalists—^not, of course, of capital. Theire 
is a weak point in mere distributive co-operation which Lassalle 
pointed out. Anything which enables workinjg-men to make their 
wages go further, so that they enjoy a larger real reward, leads, as 
soon as it becomes general, .to a "corresponding fall in money wa^s. 
There may be connteracting causes, the most effective ’^of which ig, 
probably, the adoption of a higher standard -of living by the wage- 
earners. But the danger is a real one, and if working-men 
co-operators desire to avoid, or at least to minimize it, they will aim 
at making themselves independent of capitalists. The first condition 
of effecting this is, that working-men shall find their own capital, 
and so become their own employers, tfisfributive co-operation, with 
its three n^liohs of surplus capital, has shown them how to solve this 
part of the difficulty. But they must also find their oWn market. 
T^at is. their, weak point,, and it is there the capitalists will attack 
The vasj> Wealth, and the power of combination possessed 
^won|d enable them to trade at,' a Toss for an indefinite 
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time, and to offer at less than cost price the commodities made by 
co-operators, and for which co-operators must get a fair price or 
starve. Thus they could drive co-operators out of every market in 
which purchasers consulted only their own immediate individual 
advantage—^that is to say, out of all ordinary markets. This they 
would undoubtedly do, if once alarmed. The only hope for the 
working-^en’s associatioiia in that case is, that their fellow- 
working-men'will stand by them, and ^y they will buy working¬ 
men’s goods at a fair price rather than the capitalist’s goods at a 
temporary reduction. The temptation to poor women to buy the 
capitalist’s wares, when he offers them at 20, 30, pr perhaps 50 per 
cent, less than the stores can supply them, will be sore. Yet, 
if they can be made to understand their true and permanent inter¬ 
ests, and to see the necessity of closing their raijks and standing 
shoulder to shoulder to resist the tempter, and refuse to betray their 
working brethren, they will sacrifice nothing to which they have a 
legitimate claim, and will in the end secure the elevation, materially 
and morally, of their own class. 

Nor is the success of these working-men’s associations a matter 
which concerns the working-classes only. Even capitalist employei^ 
may well wish them moderate and gradual success, lest a worse thing 
befall themselves. Socialism has made and is making great strides. 
Its motive-power is the very self-same grievance which co-operators 
are trying to remove. But its ainis are more ambitious and its 
methods are violent and revolutionary. Oo-operative production, if 
it succeeds and becomes general, will remove gradually and peacefully 
ther grievance on which all that is morally strongest in Socialism is 
based. Co-operation in all its branches is winning for the imor all 
that is best in Socialism, witliout presenting one single ugly feature 
to alarm society as at present constituted. Socialism hates capitalists: 
co-operation aims at multiplying them; and if it hopes to reduce the 
rewards of employers and their power over the destinies of working¬ 
men, it will also give improved security for capital. Socialism would 
confiscate private capital: cooperation hires it and pays liberally for 
its use. ■ Whatever may be thought of Socialism,* assuredly co-opera¬ 
tion deserves the encouraging words of the Bishop of Be^ord: “A 
blessed and a Christian work, and it shall have its reward.” 



MENTAL DETERIORATION: SOME OF ITS 
AVOIDABLE CAUSES. 


The caiisos of raonfal deterioration wkicli we intend to discuss in 
tliis articlt^ arc as follows—viz., (1) the liabit of drinking alcoholic 
iluids; (2) the habit of smoking tobacco; (-‘J) the habit of smoking 
opium; (t) the habit of taking morpliia; (o) excessive mental work^- 
and (6) insuflicient sleep. 

There are valid reasons for believing that many persons derive 
benefit from the use of small (pvmtitios of alcohol—persona-who have 
become enfeebled by one cause or another; and, in proportion to the 
total population, such enfeebled persons are most numerous in cities. 
Dwellers in largt) towns are more prone to overwork themselves; undone 
of the common results of doijig so is impairment of appetite and diges¬ 
tive power. Alcohol, taken veiy moderately, increases the secretion of 
gastric juice, and thus, by facilitating digestion, improves the general 
health and vigour. That tho advantage gained in these cases has 
to be paid for we do not doubt; but careful attention to tho question 
Justifies tho opinion that tho sufferers in question are wise in paying 
the price exacted, and tliat, on tho wliolo, they profit liy doing so. 
Again, pei’sons who are suddenly shocked, or become temporarily de¬ 
pressed by bad news or other causes, may derive immediate benefit from 
alcohol in some shape. In such cases it undoubtedly exerts a great 
power in steadying and, tomporaiily, in strengthening the nervous 
system. Moreovoi*, in llio treatment of various diseases, physicians 
often find, as they believe, that alcohol proves signally useful; but 
the fact that it does so is not a reason why it should *be used 
habitually by healthy persons. Because quinine, opium, and chloral 
are potiuit medicines, they are not necessarily beneficent agents for 
daily use. 

In our opinion, the proofs alre abundant and decisive, that healthy 
men and women are most likely to preserve their health by abstain¬ 
ing from the use of alcohol altogether, and that they can do more, 
and more continuous, work^^out alcohol than witli it. “ Varied, 
repeated, and prolonged exjMHdence, and the testimony of army 
.metlical men prove that troojpl'^fendnre fatigue and the extremes of 
climawlketter.if alcohol is aliifi^her abstained from. The experi- 
enoe celebrated Moi^ibw ^tnpaign showed this ; so also, quite 
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recently, the Red River Espedition. During arduous maricliei^!!||BI|^ 
always been found that, vrithoub alcohol, the health of tlie ^en is'^ 
exceptionally good; but, as soon' as spirits are allowed, diseos^ 
breaks out. Modem trainers recognize the fact that the power of. 
sustained exertion aiid resistance to fatigue is best promoted by 
abstaining from alcohpL”' It is well known that during the several 
expeditions towards the "North Pole, those men who abstained from 
alcohol bore the extreme cold with lesfr suffering or incoiiveiiicnco 
than was experienced by those who took it. 

But the question what are the effects of alcohol on tlio animal 
system demands our attention here only in so far as the brain is 
edneeraed ; still, what is known of tliose effects on the constituents 
■.of the animal organism generally affords us valuable assistance in 
^nr endeavours to understand what is the nature of the inlluence 
exerted by alcohol on the brain, and, therefoi’e, on its functions. 

When alcohol is mingled with fresh arterial blood it darkiuis its 
^colour, so as to give it more or less of tlie venous asiicct; ” in cases 
of fatal poisoning by alcohol, even the blood in tlio left cavities of 
the heart, and in the systemic arteries, which, normally, is of a 
bright red colour, is of a dark or venous hue. These facts justify 
the conclusion that when alcoholic beverages aro taken the alcohol 
they contain interferes with, or impedes, the normal process of oxyda- 
tion of the blood, and thus lessen the vitality of tlie whole organism 
to a degree corresponding to the amount of alcohol taken. Anotlior 
injurious influence of alcohol on tho blood may bo correctly inferred' 
from the well-known fact that alcohol lias tho power of coagulating 
soluble albumen; “ and, although it is rarely, if over, introduced 
into the serous fluids of the tissues by any ordinary alcoholic pota¬ 
tions, in a sufficiently concentrated state to effect this, yet its 
presence, even in a very dilute form, mod affect the chemical rela¬ 
tions of albumen, and can scarcely do otherwise than retard that' 
peculiar transformation by which it is converted into the more 
vitalized substance—fibrino." Moreover, the quality and funefiion of 
this element of. tho blood is, known to become impaired by the 
injection of alcohol into the blood-vessels. 

If alcohol in a very dibite state be applied to the web of a frog’s 
fool, the first effect of the application, observabfo by means of the 
microscope, is a quickening of the raownjent of the blood tbrough 
the vessels, which are at the same timej^her ."ontracted than dilated; 
after a time, varying according 'to l^^egree of dilution of the 
alcoh()], used, the circulation beconn^Ptarded, and tho vessels 
become dilated; and then, after a fnnMFlftpse of time, they resume 
thqir normal condition. If, howev^^pm'alcohol wl^ flrs^ \'plied 
be in a less dilute form, the movemmii w^he btood is not quickened, 
Immediately retarded, an^ the v^ela are considerably^ 
’^"'^^J^n^lbil^'cf 'Therapeutki. By SydneT^iBger, M.D. Sixth editioo^H^ 
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The retardation in some pai*ts may amount to complete, stagnation j. 
and in these the red corpuscles become crowded together, their 
normal form being lost, and their colouring matter being diffused 
through the lirimr sanguinis or fluid part of the blood. 

An especially notable effect produced by alcohol when in contact 
with soft animal tissues is that of corrugation. This effect is due to. 
a difference of degree of the force of capillary attraction exerted by 
the tissues for alcohol and for w'ater respectively. This corrugating 
effect of alcohol is usually increased by its coagulating influence on 
whatever soluble albumen the tissues may contain ; and, of course, 
the conjoint effects in question producible in living tissue by 
alcohol will be proportionate to the degree of its concentration, 
'fhis action of alcohol on the different soft tissues of the body seems 
to be exerted in a maximum degree on nervous tissue: the experi¬ 
ments of Dr. Percy have demonstrated that alcohol existed, in the 
brains of the dogs poisoned by it, in considerably greater proportion 
than in an equivalent quantity of the blood of the poisoned animals. 
It appears, therefore, that alcohol is specially drawn out of the san¬ 
guineous current by the neiwous structures, and incoi’porated with 
their substance to such an extent as even to modify its physical, as 
well as its chemical, properties. Owing to the existence of this 
remarkable affinity, the continuous presence of a very small quantity 
of alcohol in the blood must inevitably exert a more injurious influence 
on the nutrition of the nervous suhstanco than on that of any other 
animal tissue; for the alcohol is drawn to, and unites itself with, 
the nervous matter, just as other poisons, the effects of which are more 
sensibly manifest than are those of alcohol when taken in only small 
quantities, become attracted by, and localize themselves in, parti¬ 
cular organs, or oven in particular parts of,one and the same organ. 

During the process of complete intoxication alcohol seems first 
to attack the cerebrum; then the sensory ganglia, which it surmounts; 
and lastly, the medulla oblongata, together with the spinal cord itself.^ 
In such a case, in wliich, as remarked by Dr. Maudsley, 

“ Each phase of an artificially produced. insanity is successively passed 
through in a brief space of time, we have the abstract and brief chronicle of 
instvnity. The first effect of alccjjiol is to produce an agreeable excitement, 
a lively flow of ideas, and a general activity of mind—a condition not unlike 
that which soinetimes precede.s an attack of mania then there follows, as 
in insanity, the automatic excitation-of ideas which start up and follow one 
another without order, so that more or less incoherence of thought and 
speech is exhibited, while, at the same time, passion ia easily excited, which 
f^es different foima, according to the individual temperament j after this 
stage has lasted for a time, in some longer, in others 8hoirter,it passes into 
one of depression and maudlin melancholy, as convulsion passes into paralysis; 

i ^ 

* Oh tJie US» and Alnuio of Akedtotbs fiiquort, in Health and JDkease. By W. B. 
CaT^uter, |S.D., F.R.^., &c. .Second edition, pp. 1-20. 

’ This is not always the case: in some oases, In which alcohol is taken, in even, 
morlerate' rtnaotities, its vcf> flrsi' efects are mental dulness—approaching to partial 

apfl a certain amount 6f deafness. 
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the last scene of all being one of <leinentia and stupor. The diflerent stages 
of mental disorder are compressed into a short period of time, because tlio 
action of the poison is quick and transitory; we have only to sptead tho 
action of the poison over years, as the regular drunkard does, and wo may 
get a chronic and enduring insanity in which the scenes above described 
are more slowly acted." ^ 

The successive and increasingly grave consequences just indicated, 
of sudden intoxication of different degrees of intensity, are impressive 
manifestations of the powerfully poisonous influence of alcohol on tho 
nervous system when tho poison is taken in large doses; and, at the 
same time, they intimate, not less distinctly, that if it be taken 
liahitucdly^ even in comparatively very small doses, it can scarcely 
fail, in the long run, to impair in a perceptible degree tho delicate 
structure and supremely important functions of tho brain. Besides 
“ transitory mania," which may be directly induced by alcohol, and 
deliiium tremens, a notorious consequence of its excessive use, it is 
one of the most potent factors in tho production of many other forms 
of insanity. Daring tho last forty years the number of tho insane 
im* England and Wales has been duly registered, and, according to 
the evidence of official statistics, thp increase of insanity within that 
period has been astonishingly great. 

The following tables exhibit tho evidence and tho amount of that 
increase :— 


Tahle nhowiwj the total number of Table ahomng the admission of cer 
Lunatics ami Idiots in JSwjland , tified Lunatics and Idiots into 

and Wales on Januari/ 1, 1859, Asylums or Sinyh Houses in 

ami subsequent years, and the rates England and Wales during the 

of increase allowing for population. • eiglUeen ye«rir^l859-1876. 


Yean. 

Total 

namber of 
lanatlca, Ac., 
on Janaarr 1. 

-f 

Proportion to 
10.000 of the 
eatiraated 
population. 

Proportion to 
10,000 of the 
population In 
vanoua groups 
of years. 

Years. 

Admisttlons 
of cortifled 
Innntiee 
during each 
year. 

Proportion to 
10,000 of tho 
catiroated 
population. 

• 

Pro)iortinn to 
10.«KW of the 
population in 
various groups 
of years. 

1869 

36,762 

18-6741 

, 


1869 

0,310 

4-72^ 



iS60 

.88,058 

19-132 


19-m 

I860 

9,612 

4-779 


4-716 

1861 

39,647 

19-706] 



1861 

0,320 

4-637] 



1863 

41.120 

20-1901 



1862 

9,078 

4-4661 



1863 

43,118 

20-905 




8,914 

4-322 



1864 

44,796 

21-460 


21-318 

1864 

8,473 

4-636 


4-560 

1666 

46,960 

21-781 



1866 

10,424 

4-630 



J866> 

47,648 

22-266] 



1666 

10,061 

4-696] 



1867 

49 068 

22-6441 



1867 

10,631 




1868 

61,000 

23-286 



1868 

11,213 



• 

1868 

83,177 . 

23-028 

• 

23-881 

1809 

11,104 

6-037 

. 

6-160 

1870 

84,713 

21-316 



1870 

11,620 

6-164 



1871 

66,766 

24-9nj 



1871 

12,673 

6-619; 



1872 

68,040 

• 28-421' 

■ 


1872 

12,176 

6-278 



1878 

69.206 

26*816 

1 


1873 

12,773 

6-469 



1874 

62,027 

26-229 

■ 

26-188 

1674 

13,339 

6-694 

" 

6 666 

1876 

63,786 

26-642 



1876 

14,317 

6-079 



1876 

I 64,916 


1 


1678 

14,388 

6-034 




1 The imd Pathology of Mind, By Henry Haudsl^, M.D. Second 

edition, p. 262. 
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Since 1876 the increase in the number of the insane in England 
and Wales has continued, so that on January 1, 1881, the total 
number had grown to the enormous figure of 73,113. Of these, 
32,973 were male, and 40,140 female. We have mo data at hand 
showing the araouutof increase since 1881; but the experience repre¬ 
sented by the above figures justifies the apprehension that that 
amount will l)e proportionate to that which occurred during the 
previous five years. 

It will be obsei'ved that, according to these tables, the total 
numbers of insane persons in England and Wales increase during the 
period to which the tables I’ofer much more rapidly than do the 
numbers of nchnissionn of such persons to asylums or single houses. 
This disparity is partly due, we believe, to changes in the methods 
of registration—changes induced by four successive Acts of Parliament, 
and partly, also, to the increasing longevity of lunatics consequent 
on their improved treatment. This being the case, the most trust¬ 
worthy cvidencaat present obtain.able of the increase of insanity in 
England and Wales is afforded by the numbers of admissions during 
the period in question: and we learn from these that, whereas during 
the years 1859-1801 the number of persons admitted formed 4-715 
out of every 10,000 of the estimated population, the proportion of 
admissions during the period 1872-1876 had risen to 5-65. 

Now the question arises—To what is this deplorable increase 
mainly duo ? We do not hesitate to answer: it is mainly due to the 
habit of using alcoholic liquors as beverages, and not only to the 
extent producing intoxication, but in the “ moderate ” quantities 
taken by persons who regard themselves as especially temperate, and 
whose temperance is never doubted by those most intimate with 
them. jf 

“ Making all allowance,” says Dr. Blandford, “ for the highly 
coloured pictures drawn by the advocates of total abstinence, it is 
probable that intemperance is on the increase rather than decreasing. 
Hence, I believe, springs the ever-renewed insanity of our lower 
classes. For as insanity has a tendency to die out like other 
diseases—to cause the extinction of a race, or itself to be overcome 
by the greater vigour of some of the stock—it is clear that the 
enormous insane population of our country must owe its insanity to 
ever-present causes—it cannot all have been inherited from our great¬ 
grandfathers. And if we could accurately ascertain the statistics of 
insanity in other countries—civilized, semi.civilized, or barbarous— 
I think it probable that wo should find insanity in proportion to the 
use of intoxicating liquors or substances.” ‘ 

Among the causes of insanity Dr. Tuke ranks intoxication first— 
“ Intoxication, whatever the poison employed may he.” He adds: 
‘We iuclndo the action of alcohol and allied stimulants, not only on 

Kfiuaniijf^d it* Treatment. By O. F. Blandford, M.D. 1871. Page 180. 
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the individual taking them to excess, but upon the oflfepring; the 
condition of the children again causing furtlier degeneracy in the 
succeeding generation.” Kefemng to “ insanity in relation to tlie 
working classes,” he.says: “Among the causes, intemperance un- 
mistakeably takes the lead. This is one of those facts which, amid 
much that is open to difference of opinion, would seem to admit of 
no reasonable doubt.” Ho mentions that, of 3800 patients admitted 
into the Birmingham Borough Asylum during twenty-five years, 
“ 524, or 14 per cent,, had their malady induced by drink, and that 
the total expenditure thus caused by intemperance amounted, in 
maintenance and cost of building, &c., to no less than £50,373 dining 
that period. Some yeai’s ago [Dr. Tuke] calculated the percenttage of 
cases caused by intemperance in the asylums of England, and found 
it to be about twelve.” The Commissioners in Lunacy, whose data 
for judgment in the matter are the most ample, state it to bo fourteen. 
This proportion would be immensely increased were we to add those 
cases in which domestic miseiy and pecuniary losses owed their origin 
to this vice. “ Notwithstanding the laudable efforts of temperance 
societies,” says Dr. Tuke, “ the amount of wino annually consumed 
increases beyond the growth of the population. Between 1791 and 
1800 the number of bottles per head amounted to 2^, from 1811 to 
1800 the number fell to 1^, but at the present time the figure stands 
at somowTiat more than 3. Drunkenness was increased by the Beer 
House Bid of 1830, which brought into existence in a single year 
about 30,000 new houses for the sale of liquor to be drunk on the 
premises. In 1800 and 1801 other meaisures wore adopted facilitating 
the consumption of wine and spirits. Those enactments have favoured 
the spread of insanity in England, or neutralized opposite influences. 

“ In France M. Luniar has sliown that the consumption of alcohol 
nearly doubled between the years 1849 and 1809, iind the cases of 
mental disease rose 59 per cent, among men, and 52 per cent, among 
women. He also finds that in those departments which do not 
cultivate either wine or cider, but produce alcohol, and where the 
annual consumption rose in twenty years from 3 "40 lit. per head to 
5*88, the insanity from drink rose from 9’72 to 22*31 per cent, witli * 
men, and from 2*77 to 4*14 with women.” 

Dr. Jarvis, quoted by Dr. Tuke, states that insanity increases and 
diminishes (other causes of insanity being equal) according to the 
degree in which intemperance extends, and supports his statement 
by the fact that, “ while the cases received into the Worcester Asylum, 
United States, from drink were 19 percent, of the admissions duriiig 
four years when this indulgence was most prevalent among the 
surroundipg population, they fell to 4*5 per cent, during a period ol^ 
the same duration when the Temperance Reformation was at it# 
height.” 

“ The history of the daily mode of life of many members of the 
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Stock Exchange would reveal in the matter of diet,” observes Dr. 
Take, “ an arqount of alcoholic imbibition in the form of morning- 
‘ nips,’ wine at luncheon and at dinner, difficidt to realize by many 
of less porous constitutions, and easily explaining the disastrous 
results which in many instances follow, sooner or later, as respects 
disturbances of the nervous system in ono form or other. In fact, 
by the time dinner is duo the stomach is in despair, and its owner 
finds it necessary to goad a lost appetite by sti’ong pickles and spirits, 
ending with black coffee and some liqueur. When either dyspepsia 
or over-business work is set down as the cause of the insanity of 
such individuals, it should be considered what influence the amount 
of alcohol imbibed has exerted upon the final catasti-opho as well as 
the assigned cause.” ^ 

Persons who regard themselves, and who are regarded by their 
intimate friends, as decidedly temperate, who habitually take a 
moderate amount of some alcoholic fluid with lunch and dinner, and, 
it may be, what is called a “ night-cap,” never imagine that by doing 
so they are impairing the quality and functional power of their 
brains; and it must be admitted that direct and decisive evidence 
that they arc doing so is rarely forthcoming, and is not easily 
obtained.' But though evidence of the effects of such so-called 
“ temperate habits ” or “ moderation ” in taking alcoholic fluids on 
the brain is not easily obtained, evidence of the effects of such 
habits on other important organa of the body is abundant: medical 
literature teems with it. Irritation of the mucous membrane of the 
stomach, with more or less nausea and persistent dyspepsia, a dis¬ 
ordered state of the liver, various phases of chronic inflammation of 
the kidneys—^liable to develop into that fatal malady—^Bright’s 
disease, and gout, with its abundant progeny of ills too numerous to 
mention, are diseases which, undoubtedly, in a very large proportion 
of cases, are directly traceable to the habitual but moderate use of 
alcohol. 

Now, if the various and grave diseases just enumerated are ordiuaiy 
and frequently recurring results of the moderate use of intoxicating 
liquors, and if—as there is reason to believe is the case—the aflhiity 
of alcohol for nervous tissue is stronger than it is for any other of the 
bodily structures, we cannot avoid the conclusion that the habitual, 
though moderate, use of intoxicating liquors exerts an especially 
deteriorating influence on the brain—an influence which, though 
slow in its action and difficult to gauge or appreciate in individual 
cases, is none the less real, and the effects of which are at once 
deadening and permanent. “One striking functional derangement 

* ' We lueg tc express our special obligation to fir. Daniel Hack Toke, ft-om wlioso 
valuable and ihterestlng books we have quoted sereial passages as well as the 
statistical t-al>le% given in the text. The titles of the l^ks in question are respM- 
iivoly‘^Tnsanitjf in AneunU and Mo^rn with Chapters on its Prevention. 

hottotih. and Vhapiers 'in the Hiatory of' the Insane in the Britieh Isles. 
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of the nervous system under alcohol is that which is called hmmnia, 
or sleeplessness. ..... No alcoholic sufferer is a truly natural 

sleeper. Epilepsy from alcohol is sometimes manifested. 

Apoplexy is a second result from the same cause, and, probably, is a 
much more frequent result of alcoholic indulgence than is commonly 

supposed.But the most determinate nervous injury resulting 

from the use of alcohol is paralysis.” In some instances, “ it commences 
with a long stage of muscular feebleness, into mental alknalion, 
and finally into a loss of all volitional power.”* 

Of the millions of cases in which persons, generally regarded as of 
temperate habits, complain, and present indubitable evidence, of 
prematurely failing memory, there are very few in which its impair¬ 
ment is believed by the persons complaining, or by their intimate 
friends, to be due in any degree to the habitual but temperate 
use of alcohol. Its influence on the memory is so insidiohs, so 
subth}, and so nearly imperceptible that the victim of it is unconscious 
of its action; and, indeed, it is impossible in any given case, in ^ 
which the person in question has lived what is called a temperate 
life, to assign to the several causes of impairment of memory their 
due shai'e in pi’oducing it. TIio assumption that tho alcohol con¬ 
tained in “ moderate ” quantities of wine, beer, or “ spirits,” taken 
by persons habitually “ temperate,” is really the chief agent of the 
deterioration in question, can only bo justified by a careful examina¬ 
tion and consideration of tho physiological effects of alcohol on 
animal tissue, and especially on nervous tissue; of the nature and 
extent of its agency in contributing to pi’oduce tho various forms 
of mental disease from which an appallingly largo proportion of the 
population of all “civilized” people suffer; of its ettbets-on tho 
nervous system in cases of persons who take alcohol, in some form or 
other, to “ excels ” only occasionally ; and, finally, of its eftects in 
cases in which it is taken habitually but in moderation, or in quanti¬ 
ties insufficient to produce intoxication. Such an examination and 
consideration of those effects cannot fail, we believe, to produce the 
conviction that even the “ moderate ” use of alcohol habitually 
deteriorates the quality of nervous tissue, and, therefore, the quality 
and functions of the brain. Now, if the conviction just expressed be 
well founded,we are constrained £0 recognize tliat, inasmuch as memory 
is one of the chief cerebral functions, alcohol taken in any of the 
various quantities in which men habitually take it operates inevitably 
as one. of the most powerful, if not the most powerful, agent in 
impairing the vigour and activity of tJiis supremely important faculty. 
If a man takes a moderate amount of wine habitually, if his daily 
work is chiefly brain work, and, especially if he habitually sleeps 
during a shorter time than he ought to do, his mind will gradn-. 
■ally become .enfeebled; and, obviously, in such a case, it is impossible 

^ TJie Fidi of Diteqae a Book of IViventive Medmae. By B. W. Bichardson, M J)., 
FJt.S. Page 481 etteq, ‘ - 
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i.o determino to what extent the enfeoblement is due to each of its 

I 

several co-operative causes, and recorded experiments enabling us 
to ascertain the relative force of each of these causes are, so far as 
we know, wholly wanting. But, happily, we are enabled to adduce 
one case, and a most instructive one it is, proving in a striking 
manner how great is the potency of alcohol in impairing the memory, 
and therefore, as we maintain, the mind generally. The history of 
this case, written by the gentleman who was the subject of it, is as 
follows:— 

“ Beer instead of water formed the staple article of drink in the house 
of my parents, and I acquired early the luibit of ilrinking beer in con¬ 
siderable quantities. 1 must add, however, that this beer was less heavy 
than that usually drunk. As a student, and later, in earlier manhood, 1 
found that the social intercourse which was carried on around the beer 
tankards induced a kind of gentle dreamy intoxication} which continued 
as an almost permanent state during several hours of each day. 1 was 
still indulging in the habit of beei'-drinking when an appointment in con¬ 
nection with n distinguished scientific institution was offered to me. At 
■ this time 1 bogjtn to drink the ordinary English beer, the great alcoholic 
strength of which, as I know now, lessoned the acuteness and energy of 
my intellect; but I ascribed those effects, of W'hich I was distinctly con¬ 
scious, to any cause rather than the real one. Beep inroads wore made by 
»logrees in my originally splendid memory, and as time advanced became 
increasingly remarkable. Facts once at my fingers’-onds had to bo verified 
by recurring to their original sources, much time being thus lost. Difficult 
and now researches could only bo made with increasing effort; and a still 
more striking phenomenon tilled me at tho tinio with despair: I was in¬ 
vited to give coui-ses of lectures at one of tho London Colleges, and some of 
my pupils wishing to extend their studies beyond the scope of the lectures 
themselves, fi'equontly remained after the Icctm-es were over to consult mo 
on points of special difficulty, the expknations of which usually required 
an extended chain of argument carried on in mathematical language; the 
older methods of most demonstrations of this kind have long ago given 
way to modern methods, in which great brevity of exposition is frequently 
obtained by an ingenious but generally artificial process} now, when going to 
my cla.s.sea, I accustomed myself to go over in my mind what I intended to 
place before some of the more advanced pupils, but ofteAcompletely lost for 
tho time all recollection of the special and novel method of exposition 
which I had intended to adopt, and was obliged to fall back on my memory 
of the older method, and to> make use of it instead. It often happened 
to mo, however, on my way home again to recollect distinctly what I had 
previously forgotten. The accident^ reading of a newspaper report of a. 
lecture on alcohol by Dr. B. W. Richardson changed the whole course of my 
ini elloctuttl life. His argument came home to me with extraordinary force.' 
Fifteen years have passed since I laid down that paper with the deter¬ 
mination never again to taste alcoholic drinks, in any form, and I have 
canied out my resolution in spite of the strongest social temptations. I 
gave up tho habit, not because I thought it wrong, but solely because I 
became impressed with the conviction that it wotdd be an experiment 
worth tiying in order to test the, to me, unmistakable soundness of Dr. 
Riclvirdson’s ar^ment. 

“ Now, what has been the result of my experiment 1 It has been to mo 
an iiualculalffe gain. The first result was a slow but complete recovery of 
" iny memory, aiid a great increase to my power of making fresh intellectual 
acquisitioiis. .... I have certainly extended the range of my attainments 
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during the last fifteen years wider and deeper than I hod done during an 
equal length of time in that portion of life which is generally considered 
as most favourable to the acquisition of knowledge. I have during the 
same fifteen years never met with the least difficulty of mastering subjects 
generally considered absti-use and hard to understand; nor have I to struggle 
for the recovery of anything previously acquired.” 

Next in rank to alcohol as an agent of deterioration of the quality 
and functions of the nervous system we place tobacco. Fortunately, 
however, its injurious influence, though great, is far less than that of 
alcohol. So far as we are aware, it does not contribute in any appre¬ 
ciable degree to increase the number of inmates of our asylums. Its 
use is almost as extensive as that of alcohol, and it appears to be 
decidedly on the increase. Its deleterious effects are vehemently 
disputed: those in favour of smoking maintain that its effects are 
almost wholly beneficent, while the opponents of the abuse of tobacco 
are very emphatic in their demonstration and denunciation of its 
baneful influence. In order to prove that that influence is baneful, 
wo shall adopt much the same method as that which wo have used in 
respect to alcohol. Wo shall note the effects of poisonous doses of 
tobacco both on the system generally and on the bi’ain especially. 
Also, we shall endeavour to show what are those effects on the organ¬ 
ism in cases of its habitual, and more or less moderate, use, and, 
particularly, what are its effects on the eye and brain, whence we 
shall be able to infer the nature of its influence on the cerebral 
functions. 

There is a general concensus of opinion held by authoritatm; 
writers on Materia Medica concerning the poisonous nature of tobacco. 
Mr. IMutor says: “ Tobacco is a really powerful poison, causing in¬ 
tense vomiting, and purging, with cold sweats, and entire muscular 
relaxation.”* Dr. Ringer uses similar language. Ho remarks: 
“ Tobacco produces nausea and sickness, accompanied by great 
weakness and faintness. It confuses the ideas, brain, and sight, 
enfeebles the pulse, and makes the skin cold and clammy with profuse 
sweating.”® Dr. Phillips remarks: “ The most familar physiological 
effects of tobacco are those which are experienced by young smokers, 
who rarely fail to poison themselves to a greater or less extent in their 
first trials. Nausea, giddiness, vomiting, or a feeling of deadly sick- 
, ness,with cold sweatings and exceedingly feeble pulse, are the ordinary 
results of first attempts to smoke tobacco which is even moderately 
strong.” Oases of fatal and nearly fatal results have ensued from 
smoking, the symptoms being “ probably due to the inhaling of 
smoke into the lungs.”* “In one remarkable and exceptional 
instance,” says Dr. Richardson, “I witnessed in a man fat^l 

^ A Keif to the Organic Materia Medica. By John Mnicr, M.A., F.C.S. Third 
editioDjpag^e 287. 

* A Handbook of Therapeuiies. By Sydney Ringer, M.D. Sixth edition, ^ge 460. 

* Materia Mgdica and Therapeutice. Vegetable Kin^om. By C. D. F. Phillips, ^.D. 
Pago 90. 
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^mptoms wMcli had •been induced partly from excessive smoking. 
In this instance, death came on from a paralysis, involving, I may 
say, the whole nervous system, for all the motor powers, voluntary 
and involuntary, together with the mental powers, collapsed.”* 
“There are a few people whom no amount of care, and skill exer¬ 
cised in the taking of tobacco, nor any moderation in the dose used, 
can save from unmistakable poisoning whenever they indulge in 
it.”* Dr. Phillips states that “fatal results have not infrequently 
followed the administration of the decoction of tobacco in enema.” 
A lunatic who swallowed an ounce or an ounce and a half of crude 
tobacco “became suddenly insensible and motionless, with all tho 
musles relaxed, very feeble respiration and pulse, strong contraction 
of the pupils, and (later on) violent tetanic convulsions and profuse 
purging, with blcwd and mucous.” He died seven or eight hours 
after taking the tobacco; and the post-mortem examination revealed 
“congestion of the brain, tho medulla oblongata,and tho Pons Varolii.” 

“ Tho physiological effects of nicotine—tho alkaloid prepared from 
tobapco—aro nearly those of tobacco solution, but in a more power¬ 
ful form. An example of its most decided action is offered by tho 
case of tho victim of Count Jlocamc, who was poisoned with nico¬ 
tine, and was believed to have died in less than five minutes; and 
by a case of suicide recorded by Taylor, in which tlio alkaloid proved 
fatal in from three to five minutes. 

“ Tho habitual use of tobacco in tho years before and immediately 
succeeding the development of puberty has a most prejudicial 
influence. There can be no question that more than anything, except 
drinking, it hinders the growth and development of tho higher 
nervous centres, and that both intellect and moral character are 
capable of being most seriously damaged by the depressing agency 
continuously exerted during tho developmental period. From a 
comparison of different reports it appears that in the most swiftly 
fatal cases the action of the poison has been almost entirely exijcnded 
upon the nervous system and heart.” “ 

Considering the evidence of the competent authorities just cited, ^ 
our readers cannot fail to recognize tho truth of the conclusion— 
that tobacco is a powcrftd poison j secondly, that as, when given in 
largo doses, its effects are deadly, its habitual use in small doses, as 
in smoking, is likely to exert, and not infrequently does exert, a* 
deteriorating influence on the human organism; and, thirdly, that 
that influence is cliiefly manifested in the nervous system. Of course, 
we cannot observe the brains of living men, but we can observe their 
eyes; now the condition of tho interior of the eye is in many cases 
a condition from which the state of health of tho brain may be more 

^ The Fiddqf 4.^7. 

“ Material Bdotiont. ByF.E. Anstcy, M.D. Page 145. 

’ Malaria iiediea mid Therapeufios. VeaetaMe Kingdom. By C. 1>. F. Phillips, M.!). 
Pages 9^, 92^'93. 
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or less correctly inferred. Hence, m those cases fti which morbid con¬ 
ditions of the eye have been induced by smoking, we are justified in 
ftss iiTniti g that the baneful influence of that habit has been extended 
to the brain. That the eye is not infrequently observed to have been 
thus injured we proceed to prove by citing the testimony of eminent 
oculists. Desmarres Senior, quoted by Galezowski, signalized the exist¬ 
ence of that form of partial paralysis oi the optic nerve called nicotic 
amblyopia; and Sichel Senior, also quoted by Galezowski, declared, 
in a communication made to the Academy of Science in 1803, th^ 
few persons can consumoi* daily more than twenty gi-ammes (five 
drachms) of tobacco during a long time by smoking nuthout 
weakening the sight, and often the memory. Dr. Galezowski 
remarks : “ The existence of nicotic amblyopia has also been verified 
by Hutchinson, Critchett, and Apostoli. For a long time I denied 
tlio existence of nicotic amblyopia, but I have since become con¬ 
vinced that, although it is very rare, it may become so pronounced 
as to assume the form of a true amaurosis ” (complete paralysis of 
the optic nerve). This distinguished oculist mentions a case of a 
man forty-seven years old, who had become so blind that he could 
with difficulty distinguish day from night. He took no spirits, but 
smoked excessively. The treatment, wliich included total abstention 
from the use of tobacco, effected the coraiflete recovery of his sight.i 
Bader says tlaat the habit of smoking often jjroduccs spasm, or 
partial paralysis, or complete paralysis of the ciliary mu%clo (the 
muscle which eftectsthe focal accommodation of the eye for the vision 
of near objects), and ho thus describes the partial paralysis of the optic 
nerves caused by the habitual'uso of tobacco:—“ The patients generally 
are of middle age, thin, of pale yellow complexions, and rarely com¬ 
plain of pain in or about the eyes. Tiny gemnjally state that 
the impainmmt of vision has progivssed slowly. Vision may, how’- 
ever, w'ithin six months be reduced to a meres perception of light. 
The impairment of vi.sion (if the disease is progi'cssing) reaches this 
degiT’c in from six to eighteen months. Both eyes ar#* affected, 
though in vaiydng degrees. One eye may become blind without the 
patient being aware of it. Night blindness and decrease of acute¬ 
ness of vision for distance are often the eaa’liest objoc'tive symptoms. 
Photopsia (a subjective appearance or sense of light duo to morbid 
action of the cerebral centres in which the optic ‘nerves are rooted) 
frequently appears, and sometimes after all vision is lost. With the 
ophthalmoscope we observe at first hypereemia of the optic disc, with 
anmmia of the retina. Anaemia and atrophy of the optic disc and 
retina finally follow. The greater the diminution of the -number of 
arteries in the retina the, greater is the impairment of vision.’*® 

^ Tr(^i da Mdodia de» Yitvx, Par X. Galezowski. Denxilime Edition, pp. 601-2. 

* The Katurtl and- MorUd Changes of the Human Eye, and their TteatmnU By 
*C. Bader. Pages 465-6. 
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Additional evidence of the influence of tobacco in producing' 
amblyopia is afibi-ded by Dr. Zander, -who says that in cases of this 
affection, “ appai’ently due to excessive snjoking, there seems to be 
no doubt that the abandonment of tobacco has been highly useful; 
and I have lately heal’d from Mr. Wordsworth of a case in which 
the disease was arrested by the reduction of the daily dose of tobacco 
from forty cigarettes to six.” 

The foregoing evidence proves, as it seems to us, quite decisively 
* that tobacco, however used, tends to impair the health kid functions 
of the brain. Wo have seen that, accoi’cling to one witness, “ it 
confuses the ideas, brain, and sight; that, according to another, it 
produced fatal paralysis; that, according to another, it produced, 
in a fatal case, “ congestion of the brain, the medulla oblongata, 
and the Pons Varolii;” and that, according to a fourth, “it 
hinders more than anything, except drinking, the growth and 
development of the higher nervous centres.” Atrophy of the optic 
nerves (amatcrom, or complete blindness), and partial atrophy of 
those nerves {amUyopia, or partial blindness), are, surely, very 
grave diseases; and, as these are affections of the largest of the 
cerebral nerves, it is scarcely povssible that they can'become diseased 
without the adjoining part of the brain becoming involved also. 
Dr. Sichel may well say, therefore, that few persons can continue 
great sinokers for a long time without weakening the memory as 
well as the sight. 

We can only add a few words, concerning the influence of the 
habitual use of opium and niorjihia in deteriorating the brain. The 
custom of opium-smoking by wdiito men is undoubtedly spreading, 
and we fear rapidly, in the United States. It is already being 
practised also in Australia. In 1880 the number of Chinamen in 
California was upwards of 105,000. About 25 per cent, of these 
ixjople smoke opium, and thus consume about 00,000 pounds of opium 
yearly. They introduced the custom of opium-smoking to white men 
on the Auu'rican continent; and although it was not until 1868, as is 
believed, that opium was smoked for the first time in America by a 
white man, it is estimated that in 1880 there W’ere already 6000 white 
men in the United States who had become habitual opium-smokers! 
At that date, the custom, first adopted in San Francisco, had gained 
adherents in Chicago, St. Louis, New Orleans, and New York—the 
amount of opium then smoked by the whites yearly being over 
28,000 pounds. 

Fortunately, the e^dls induced by opium-smoking are less than 
those caused by chronic alcoholism; but,, though this is the case, and 
though opium-smoking produces insanity much less frequently than 
sdcohol does, the evils it entails are great and numerous, and its 

' rht OpJahtdmoae ^: ii» rarigtieii and it» U$e. Translated from the German of Dr. 

Zande^y K. JB.. Garter, F.R.C.S. I^ge 220. 
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power in inducing mental degeneration is one of its notable 
characteristics. 

“ The fii’st effects of opiura-smokhig upon the mind of the hiibitue are 
disinclination for continued mental effort, weakeiiing of the-will power, 
wavering in decision, and loss of momcry. . . There is sometimes a 
failure to co-ordinate ideas. . . . There is a tendency to falsify without any 
reason for doing so, and the mental aspect of a confirmed smoker is any¬ 
thing but pleasing. lie evinces dulness,' apathy, disinclination for mental 
effort of any kind, groundless fears, weakness, vacillation, and outbursts of 
violent temper.Suicide may be committed during a fit of despon¬ 

dency, especially by women and young girls.” ^ 

In cases of “ decided excess ” general tremor is sometimes 
observable, and, more frequently, tremor of isolated muscles—most 
marked in the hands and tongue. “ The pupils ai’e, as a rule, evenly 
contracted; but when tho effect of the drug has ceased fh(‘y often 
become widely dilated. All who have smoked opium for any length 
of time complain that they are getting near-sighted.” ^ The general 
constitutional effects of habitual opium-smoking are all of one type— 
devitalizing and degenerative. 

Tlie habit of taking opium or moi*phia by tho stomach, or of 
injecting morphia hypei-deniiically, is seemingly attended wifh 
even more serious consequences than those induced by opium¬ 
smoking ; and, unhappily, there are good reasons for believing that 
the habitual subcutaneous injection of morphia is veiy extensively 
practised. When once adopted, it is rarely abandoned; neverthe¬ 
less cases of liberation from tho habit do occur: we have recently seen 
a signal and praiseworthy example of self-delivery from a deeply 
rooted habit of this kind; moreover, the person in question has not only 
abandoned the use of morphia, but has become a total abstainer from 
all forms of alcohol, the result being that he looks ten years younger 
and twenty times more vigorous, both physically and mentally, than 
he did before he had effected—by means of his resolute will—his 
remarkable regeneration. We have seen two other cases recently in 
which the dowrnward path has long been and still continues to be 
trodden, and in which tho ct'rebral health and vigour of the persons 
in question are being steadily and surely impaired. We ore not 
acquainted with any statistics throwing light on the question, to 
what extent does the habit of morphia-taking impair tho mental 
health ? We can only affirm that in all those cases in which it 
obtains its effects • are peculiarly disastrous, and that, so far as we 
know, every medical man is, from his experience, impressed, wdth the 
fact of its prevalence. 

Excessive moital work is another notably powerful factor in 
lessening the vigour and functional activity of the brain, and we 

^ Opium-SmUng in Amricfl and Chinn. A Study of its Prevalence and Effects, 
Imm^iate and Bemote, on 'the Individual and the Nation. By H. H. Cane, M,D. 
Pages 84,85, 89. ’ ^id ., p. 91. 
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cannot reprobate too emphatically the very injurious habit practised 
by a large number of persons of forcing themselves to work mentally 
when their cerebral energy is already reduced to a minimum. The 
habit of thus sinning against themselves is especially prevalent 
among literary men, and also among the rising generation of young 
boys and girls, as well as of young men and women, who are com¬ 
pelled to force and strain the growing brain beyond its natural 
strength in order to prepare themselves to pass the preposterously 
mmierous and inrrcasingly difficult examinations which in all depart¬ 
ments of study, from the simplest to the most recondite, are now tho 
order of the ‘day. This deplorable habit deteriorates the health of 
the whole body, for the brain, which, when in vigorous health, imparts 
a tonic influence to the whole system, and co-ordinates its several 
organs into harmonious action, is then more or less disabled from 
fulfilling this among its many impoi-tant functions; and tho various 
organs, especially the stomach and alimentary canal, becoming dis¬ 
ordered, react on the brain, and thus the-morbid action and reaction, 
continuing, result in lowering the healthy vitality and energy of those 
organa, as well as of the brain itself. We are justified in affirming 
that mental workers who rigoixiusly avoid working when they are 
tired really do more work and of far better quality in a given time than 
they can accomplish in a much longer time if they work while they 
are fatigued; and wo are certain that the mental health and strength 
of a large number of literary, professional, and business men are 
broken down, and more or less ponnanently deteriorated, by their 
neglect of the teachings of experience in this respedt. 

Insufficient sleep also conduces to mental impairment. Many 
persons seem to flatter themselves that Nature has made an exception 
in their favour, enabling them to dispense with the amount of sleep, 
occupying seven or eight hours out of each twenty-four, needed by 
ordinary mortals. Undoubtedly different persons differ to some 
extent in respect to. the noraial amount of sleep which they respect¬ 
ively require; but it may bo safely stated, as a general rule, that 
' they who, during prolonged periods, deny themselves the amount of 
sleep they normally need will, in tho long run, have to pay for their 
folly in endeavouring to cheat Nature of her rightful claim, and the 
penalty exacted will probably be in the form of persistent insomnia 
or some other functional disorder of the brain. 

There is a widespread superatition, eherisiied by the great majority 
of the people, that to sleep immediately after they have taken* 
food is to endanger the health, to favour the onset of apoplexy, &c.— 
a superstition based on the assumption that during deep the brain 
isnormiflly congested. There is, no doubt, such a thing as congestive 
sleep, but dsiring, normal deep the brain is anffimio. "l^en a person 
bait i%ken^ fstkly abundant lunch or dinner, the stomach demands 
a Of blood wherewith to accomplish its work of diges- 
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tion; no organ can more easily comply with that demand than the 
brain, which, when in full activity, is sutfused with a maximum 
amount of the vital fluid. But a derivation of blood from the brain 
to the stomach can only take place, except in exceptionsdly full- 
blooded and vigorous persons, on the condition that the cerebral 
functions be meanwhile partially or wholly susptmded. Hence 
many people after taking dinner feel indisposed for mental action, 
and not a few long for sleep. The already partially anaemic brain 
would fain yield up to the stomach a still further supply of 
blood and yield itself up to refreshing sleep. Doing so it gains 
new strength; raeanwliile digestion proceeds energetically; and, 
soon, body and mind are again equipped to continue in full force 
the battle of life. But superstition, the child of ignorance, inter¬ 
venes, declares that sleep during digestion is dangerous, admonishes 
the would-be sleepers to struggle against their perilous inclina¬ 
tions, and, though telling them that after dinner they may sit 
awhile, assures them of the wisdom of the adage—“ after supper 
walk a mile.” The millions of its victims continue, therefore, 
the strife to which it condemns them, and ignore the sug¬ 
gestions offered to them by tho lower animals, who have 
always practised tho lessons of sound physiology by sleeping after 
feeding whenever they are allowed to do so. Hence the human 
brain and human stomach of such victims contend with each other 
during the digestive process: the brain, imp(?llod by superstition, 
strives to work and demands blood to work with, while the stomach, 
stimulated by its contents, strives to carry on its marvellous 
chemistry, and demands an ample supply of blood for the pur¬ 
pose. The result of the struggle is that neither is able to do its 
woi’k wrell: the brain is enfeebled by being denied its natural i*est 
* during the digestive process, and tho healthy function of the stomach 
degenerates into dyspepsia. The injury to tho general health, and 
notably to the health of the brain, which the superstition in question 
inflicts is incalculable; and wo do not hesitate to affirm that, whenever 
the practice of sleeping after the chief meal shall become general,, 
the health of tho brain and of the stomach alike, and, consequently, 
the enjoyment of life; will be largely increased. 

Reviewing the facts, an account of which has been given in 
this article, our readers c%a scarcely fail to lie appalled by the 
enormous mi^itude of the evils which men bring on themselves by 
‘their folly, their self-indulgence, their neglect of self-discipline, and 
by their more or less wilful ignorance. In 1881 there were, as we 
have seen, over 73,000 insane persons in England and Wales, and, 
considering the rate of increase of the insane population in the light 
of experience, we are justified in assuming that at the present time 
that population antdttnte to 80,000. According to the statement of 
the Oommission'er8in l^mnary, 14 per cent, of this vast crowd, or 11,200* 



6 o 


The WesUninster Review. 


persons, have become insane through intemperance ! Moreover, as the 
total number of persons admitted annually into public and private 
asylums for the insane is now about 15,000, it appears, if we assume that 
14 per cent, of these admissions are due to intemperance, that 2100 
persons are admitted anmially from this cause. If this be so, how 
immense and incalculable must be the cerebral deterioration of 
various kinds, though not amounting to indubitable insanity, which 
it also effects! 

Concerning the extent to which the practice of smoking prevails 
no trustworthy information is, or is likely to be, procurable; but 
that its practice is almost universal we all know, and that it is rapidly 
increasing seems probable. But, of course, statistics showing to what 
extent the eye and brain are injured by the use of tobacco do not 
yet exist.. 

What is the numerical relation of men. and women to each other 
who indulge in the several practices above adverted to we have no 
means of knowing. Of the total number of ascertained lunatics 
and idiots in England and Wales on January 1, 1881, 32,973 were 
males and 40,140 were females. Of course, if of the latter the 
proportion who became insane through intemperance be the same as 
the proportion of the whole insane population which became insane 
from that cause, it is manifest that the number of women is much 
greater than the number of men who are rendered insane by alcohol. 
We do not think, however, that if the exact facts of the matter were 
known they would justify this inference. Out of 29,000 cases of 
drunkenness brought before the London juagistrates in 1883, those 
of men exceeded those of women to tbe extent of 3000.* Moreover, 
the number of insane women is greater than the number of insane 
men among tlie pauper lunatics only, the numbers being 86,480 
■females and 28,880 males; but in respect to the lunatics of the 
higher class, viz., those confined in private houses, the numerical 
relation of the sexes is reversed: of these there are 4087 males and 
3054 females. What is actually known concerning the habits of the 
upper and more educated classes of English society in respect to 
alcoholic drinking leads us to expect this result. Moreover, as 
already stated, during the twenty years, from 1849 to 1869, while 
the insanity from drink of Frenchmen rose'from 9*72 to 22*31, the 
insanity of Frenchwomen from the^^me cause rose only from 
2*77 to 4*14. 

Ijoose statements, unsupported by trustworthy evidence, have often* 
been made to the effect that Englishwomen of the higher classes are to 
a large extent intemperate, and that not a few of them become intoxi> 
cated by secret drinking; but we feel assured that such statements are 
gross exaggeration^, and that, whatever may be the amount of in- 
.t(apfper^ce practised by women of the classes in question, it is incom> 
of AhcM vpon Womm. By Dr. Kate Mitchell, L.O.F.L., L.H. 
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parably less than, that indulged in by men of the same classes. 
Though we know nothing definite as to the comparative frequency 
with which the two sexes intoxicate themselves with morphia, we 
know that opium-smoking in the United States is chiefly practised 
by men; and that tobacco-smoking is, in the United Kingdom at least, 
an all but exclusively masculine indulgence. We cherish the hope, and, 
indeed, the belief, thal the refined feelings, the (esthetic tastes, and the 
moral purity which have long been exemplified by women to a degree 
far surpassing that which is generally manifested by men, will still 
guard them from becoming victims of the noxious practices in question, 
and will constrain them, with steadily increasing force, to exert their 
powerful influence to indufte the men with whom they maybe acquainted 
to abstain from the seductive poisons which, as we have seen, destroy 
the minds of thousands and injure the minds of tens of thousands 
of human beings every year. The health of mankind, continuously 
vitiated by the selfish indulgences and sensualism of men, is renewed 
in each generation of children, because they derive half their nature 
from their comparatively non-contaminated mothers, and hence it was 
justly said by A. Bronson Alcott: “ Women and children are perpetual 
Messiahs.” By their' efforts to abolish the evils wo have dwelt on 
in this article the women of England will, we trust, prove their right 
to their share in that exalted title. 
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HOME RULE FOR IRELAND: ITS 
FRIENDS AND ITS ENEMIES. 

BV A llO.MI-i IIUI.KH. 


People aro told ovciy day by Liboral politicians that as the Irish 
people, speaking through tin* largo majority of tlioir chosen repre¬ 
sentatives, wisli foi; flonui Rule, it, is the duty of England to accede 
to their wishes. Tluy say it is only an Irish I’arliament which can 
solve the difficulties which have retarded the progi'ess and disturbed 
the peace of the country. To this J’arlianient it is proposed to 
assign full aulliority over the police, the maintenance of law and 
order, and all diitails of internal policy; while feweign policy and 
national defence, as well ns all financial questions relating both to 
these subjects and to the contributions to be paid by Ireland to the 
Imperial Treasury, are to remain under the control of the Imperial 
Parlianu'nt. Those who hesitate to give an immediate assent to 
these propositions, or to theiraraediate grant of Home Rule in some 
similar form to that proposed, are denounced as Tories, or as deserters 
from the Liberal faith. 

But many of these so-called heretics, while agreeing that the Irish 
people are, if they consider the subject fairly and without bias, 
probably the best judges of what is good for Ireland, think that to 
make the immediate constitutional changes proposed by the Liberal 
leaders would not bo a Liberal policy in the true sense of the word 
Liberal. They think that by so doing the country would abandon 
some of the chief principles on which Liberal policy has hitherto 
b^n based. 

I', ca^ot mys^f see how, after a full consideration of the subject, 
Mijgf other usiew can be taken of the question. Though I am an 
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Irishman, and one who has long wished for and still continues to 
wish for Horae Rule on true Libenil principles, I do not understand 
how, if it he introduced under tho auspices of the present Homo 
Rule party, it is possible to ensure full justice being done to all 
classes of tho people, and to have all conflicting rights and claims 
fairly and impartially considered. 

Homo Rule for Ireland, as tho best means of finding a cure for 
Irish grievances, has a most seductive sound. It seems almost a 
truism to say that it is the people living in Ireland as their home 
who best know their own difticulties, and who jMJSsess tho local 
knowledge and* patriotic sympathies fitting them to devise the best 
remedies for the unprosperous condition of tho country. Remedies 
so devised and accepted, after full discussion, by the chosen represen¬ 
tatives of the people, would, it certainly seems probable, be pre¬ 
ferred to those emanating from an alien assembly. Tho knowledge 
that these measures wore approved of by those whom tho people 
knew and trusted would bo likely to lead to their general acceptance 
as those best adapted to develop tho resources of the country, to 
improve the relations between contending classes, and to substitute 
peaceful and united otfoi't for perpetual wrangling and dispute. 

But though, acconling to Liberal ivxioms, the b(“.st government for 
a country is that of the whole pi'ople by the wholi? people fidly and 
fairly represented, there is a thial cpialification which must bo ful¬ 
filled befox’e the government can bo pronounced to be ideally good. 
It must act for the Ixenofit of the whole people, and its measures 
must bo so framed as not to despoil one class for the profit of another, 
or subject the‘progrossm^ parts of the country to the rule of those 
which are backwanl and impoverished. 

But what' arc .the probabilities that these desiderata would bo 
secured if Homo Rule were now established ? 

The measures st't before tho Irish Parliament must, for tho most 
part, be proposed by ^Minisbirs nqiresenting tlio majority, and unless 
these Ministers are statesmen prepared to do tlieir best within certain 
limits, to act fairly and impartially even to their oixponeuts, it is 
nol< likely that their policy will fulfil tho requisite conditions of a 
good government. 

The representatives returned to an Irish Parliament would probably 
bo much the same class of men who are now sent to Westminster, 
and it is from them that the Ministry would be taken. In order to 
find out what their policy would probably bo if they were entrusted 
with the government of the country, it is necessary to take note of 
their past public speeches and actions. 

The state of the country during the last few yeai-s, omitting for 
the present *dl reference to the so-called Coercion Act and its con¬ 
sequences, may be portly described as follows: 

The antagonism between races and creeds, which was one of the 

F 2 . 
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great difficulties in former times, has to a great extent retired into 
the background ; but, in spite of the legislation on the subject, and 
the efforts made to adjust equitably the respective rights and claims 
of the two parties, the differences between landlords and tenants are 
as acute or more acute than ever. There are still large tracts of 
country where agriculture is almost the only industry, and where 
the population is too largo for the soil to support even in fairly 
prosperous seasons. In those districts tho people must farm, starve, 
beg, or emigrate; and farming profits have everywhere in Ireland, 
as elsewhere, greatly decreased in the last few years, owing to a 
general fall in prices. Manufactures, except in parts of Ulster, 
languish. All attempts to make more use‘than has hitherto been 
done of tho great natural resources of the country, to develop the 
fisheries, and improve the railway communication, have produced 
little general effect in bettering the condition of the people as a 
whole, or in’^making larger numbers of them try otlier means of 
livelihood than farming. Throughout the greater part of the country, 
the most prosperous and flourishing classes are political agitators, 
publicans, and money-lenders. Among the last class must bo 
reckoned many small shopkeepers, whoso lendings begin with goods 
given on credit at prices ensuring a very large return for the risk 
incurred. 

What have those who call themselves Nationalists and Homo 
Rulers done to re^pedy this state of things ? 

To begin with tho land question, which must first be settled before 
anything effectual can be done to cure other evils. In dealing with 
the disputes between landlords and tenants, they have on all 
occasions, both in and out of Parliament, denounced the landlords as 
authors of all the tenants’ woes, and instead of looking at both sides 
of the question, have argued as if the landlords were always wrong, 
and the tenants who opposed them always right. As to the other 
points noted above, they have scarcely touched any of them, except to 
denounce all proposals. for promoting emigration from congested 
districts to other countries. In lieu of these proposals they have 
advocated the transfer of tenants from over-populated districts to 
those less thickly peopled; but attempts made under their auspices 
to carry out this transfer have ended in a miserable fmlure. They 
have advocated and secured the passing of a law for' the building 
of labourers’ cottages, which were much wanted j but these cottages 
have been too of^n used as a means of coercing and annoying 
their opponents, by taking their land against their will when more 
suitable laud was available elsewhere. ' Manufactures they propose 
^to prpmote by protection, or, in other words, by raisihg to Irishmen 
the price of all protected article—that is, they would relieve the 
9 f the <»untry by making the people pay more than they do 
for manufactured goods. 
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When we tarn from their speeches to examine their actions we 
find the best evidence of what .they have done in the conduct of the 
National League. They have been organizers and managers of this 
society from its first beginnings, and have there shown what their 
practical policy is. It is by looking at their proceedings in this 
capacity that we can best see what they are likely to do if the 
government of the country were placed in their hands. 

The National League was started as a successor to the Land League, 
Avhich had been condemned as illegal. It has formed a network of 
branches extending over about three-fourths of the country, each 
provided with* able officers, who are its active and energetic agents. 
They are not only recruiters and managers of mere fonual business, 
but keep accurate accounts of the dispositions of those living in their 
respective jurisdictions, and of wliat they do for or against the 
national cause. 

If the League had .been really, as its name imports, a union of all 
classes of people who wished to w'ork for the prosperity of Ireland, 
while doing justice to all without respect of peiRsons, the League 
ought to, and could, have given most valuable aid to Government 
in soothing th(; violence of factions, and showing that if Homo Eule 
w*ero granted home affairs would bo treated in a broad, equitable, 
and liberal Spirit. A real National League would have tried to unite 
all classes, and, in dealing with ili(^ land question, Avhich most 
urgently required solution^ it would have treated the landlords, no 
less than the tenants, as integral parts of'the' nation, and not as 
aliens and usurpers. It would have recognized that landlords have 
rights ns w'ell as tenants, and in trying to obtain the reduction of’ 
rents, which all admit to be necessaiy, it would have tried to proceed 
by amicable negotiation. If, again, it were not a National League, 
but a trades union of tenants combining to obtain, by legal and 
orderly methods, such reductions in their rents and such other con¬ 
cessions as they felt w^ere their due, no Liberal would have opposed 
such aspirations, and all would have rejoiced in whatever just success 
rewarded their efforts. 

Instead of acting on these principles, or in this spirit, the pro¬ 
moters of the League have done everything in their power to stir up 
strife between landlords and tenants, even in districts where their 
previous relations were most amicable. They have tried everywhere 
to secure support fra their aggressive policy by appealing to the 
selfish instinpts'of the people, and telling them that, if ^ey only 
fight steadily without flinching, they will secure their lands without 
paying more than a nomnal rent or price for them. ^ 

They have not in the least relaxed the virulence of the languid 
they used to employ against the landlords, before the passing of the 
Acts giving tenants larger rights • of property in their holdings than 
had been formerly allowed them, and before they had been made 
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practically partners of their respective landlords. They have declared 
over and over apfain, and still continue to reit<^rato, their intention 
to root landlordism out of the country, and to I'educe the landlord’s 
share to Iho prairie value of the land. It is upon this praiiie value 
that they propose to estimate the price of the landlord’s share, 
should the land bo bought by the tenant. They have used the 
influence of the National League to secure all-round percentages 
in the reductions of rents, without refi'rence to the value of the land 
and the numerous other data an equitable tribxmal would carefully 
consider before formulating its claims, especially when it possesst‘d 
the same ample means as the Nat ional League for ascertaining the 
* real facts of 'each casi'. Instead of trying, as really patriotic 
statesmen would do, to secmo the aid of the landlords, they have, 
like the Jacobins of the French llevolution, proclaimed eternal 
war with them. Tiny have, by a summary judginent, condemned 
as only wortliy of destruction a class of men who. whatever the 
faults of some of them may have been, have, for many years past, tried 
as a body to do their duty 1o their tenants. ’I’o do othenvi.se woidd have 
been folly on their part. Every sensible man knows that, though a harsh 
landlord may, by rack-renting, gain a temporarily larger income 
than the land can fairly pay from tenants so eager to obtain land- 
and so ready to promise very high rents as the Irish peasantry, lui 
only by doing this impov(‘rislios his tenants and deteriorates his 
property. Land tilled by an impoverished tenantry, who have not 
the capital to do justice to it, must grow yearly less valuable. As 
for the tenants, the League has treated them even worse than the 
lordlords. It has made it its business to keep the country in a 
perpetual state of what is practically covert war; and all honours and 
places (A profit which the League has to bestow are reserved for the 
most violent partisans, from whom its officers and agents are selected. 
The great majority of the tenants are treated as tho rank and file of 
the army—as no better than mere food for powder. It is they who 
have to pay the contributions in support of the League, to subscribe 
to the testimonials it advocates, and to run all the real risks of tho 
campaign. It is they who are subject to prosecutions for disobeying 
the law while obeying the orders of tho League; and when, by its 
orders, rents on any estate are left unpaid so long and so persistently 
as to render evictions necessary, it is they who have to live on the 
scanty allowance doled out to evicted tenants, while the leaders live 
in luxury, and have till recently incurred little or, no danger.. It is 
the promoters and managers of the League who profit by disorder, 
trhile among the tenants it is only the shrewdest and most unscru- 
pulocm who, by using their influence and position as officers and trusted 
adherents of •^0 liPague, contrive to enrich themselves, while the mmn 
pi^e tenants sufter and pay. As for the ordinary tenant, who 
to pursue his calling as a farmer quietly, without joining in 
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the agitation, he finds himself in a constant dilemma. If ho does 
not become a slave to the League, he incurs its enmity, and if, iu 
obedience to its orders, he refuses to pay his rent, or to make a 
settlement with his landlord, he renders himself liable to legal 
punishment. All tenants living on the numerous estates selected 
by the League as the battle-fields between them and the landlords 
must, while the dominion of the League lasts, live in a pei'potual 
state of fear and trembling. 

The League, by its rules against reserving land for grazing 
purposes, arrogates to itself the right of laying down the law as to 
what a man shall do with his own property ; while by those against 
land-grabbing it takes away from the industrious tenant one of thej^ 
chief incentives to exertion, by forbidding him to take land from which 
another tenant has been evicted, and so add to the area of his own 
holding and increase his income. These rules practically attempt 
to reduce the industrious tenants to the level of the loss provident 
and most unscrupulous, as it leaves the latter class in the possession 
of their lands without paying any rent unless the landlord chooses 
to eject the tenant and leave the land vacant. They thus reward 
the turbulent and dishonest tenants, and fine those wlio are industrious 
and honest, by interfering with their liberty and preventing them 
from adding to their resources. I'h'^ery good landlord feels that 
eviction is in most cases a serious evil both to landlords and tenants, 
yet in some cases it is the kindest thing that can be done to the 
tenant, and in others it is necessary as a last resort, if the land is 
not to be allowed to deteriorate in value, and the landlord to lose his 
legal share of the profits. Where holdings are too small to support' 
the tenant and his family, it is better that some should be amal¬ 
gamated with others, and that some of tho tenants should seek their 
living elsewhere, rather than all should continue a hopeless struggle 
in which defeat is inevitable. The National League has quite disre¬ 
garded these considerations; .and besides giving a scanty allowance to 
fnaintain evicted tenants in idleness, it, has done nothing whatever 
to help them. 

But it is not enough for the National League to appeal to tenants 
to join in taking tho landlords’ property without paying a fair share 
for it, or to pass decrees subversive of tho liberty and confiscating the 
property both of landlords and tenants. It must also, to maintain 
its authority, find the means of enforcing its orders and instructions, 
and this is done by the odious ?nd immoral practice of boycotting. 
This is very different from the “ exclusive dealing ” which it is 
interpreted to be by English Liberal leaders. When a tenant takes, 
a lease of land on which tho National Leagtie has placed its veto, or 
when he or any one else disobeys any of the orders of the League, 
shows himself to be-lukewarm in supporting the national cause, or 
incurs the enmity pf any of tho leaders of his branch, he is liable to 
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be denounced and convicted by the branch of the League within 
whose jurisdiction he lives. The punishment of boycotted persons 
proceeds from petty persecution to prolonged moral torture; when 
rigorously inflicted, no one is allovred to vrork for them, to supply 
them with provisions, or hold any communication with them; and 
any one who disobeys these regulations is subjected to the same 
penalties as the persons denounced. By substituting this process 
for the murders by which the secret societies which preceded the 
Land and National Leagues used to punish their opponents, the 
National League say that they have made crime to cease out of the 
land; but it is plain to the meanest capacity that they only advocate 
one crime instead of another, and that boycotting, if relentlessly 
carried out, is merely a disguised system of torture ending in slow 
murder, instead of the sudden deatli by which unpopular peraons 
used to meet their end. Fortunately for t he people, the National 
League is not yet supreme throughout the country, and there are 
other agencies which protect boycotted persons, and places w'here 
party spirit and fear of the League has not entirely killed natural 
and kindly feelings towards some at least of those who have been 
denounced as enemies to tho people. Let us hope also that all 
branches of the Ijeague are not equally cruel and intolerant. By their 
organijicd ap]ieals to greed, by raising in the minds of their dupes 
vain hopes of unlimited prosperity should the cause they call national 
gain the victor}-, by rewarding active agents and giving them the 
means of enriching themselves, and by intimidating opponents and 
neutrals, the League has succeeded in gaining complete control over 
an ignorant and credulous electorate, and consequently ensure 
return of their partisans in all elections. 

But this mingled system of blandishment and intimidation did 
not, after trial, appear to the leaders of tho people suffidently effec¬ 
tive in reducing rents, and, what is in their eyes more impottant, 
securing the adhesion of the tenants, and they have in the last two 
years added to their weapons of offence that known as the Plan of 
Campaign. This has not been oflSicially adopted hy the League, but 
it has been advocated and enforced on all estates where it has been 
employed by the most active leaders of that body. In carrying it 
out they start with the proposition, though the tenants are only one- 
of the parties to the contract between them and the landlord, that they 
alone have the right to say what portion of the profits of these farma 
the latter shall receive—^in other words, that where a debtor and 
creditor account exists the debtor shall determine the amoimt due. 
When the is once fixed in this one-sided fashion, all the tenants 
^76 pay, the rent declared .;^yable by them, individually to the 
pepi^ they appoint as receivers. They are on no account allowed: 
tp'-pay t|^(^. aayeral rents to the landlord. If the latter does not 
yents. and give receipts in full it is retained by the receiver 
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till he does so. In order to make it impossible that the rent shall bo 
recovered by distraint the farms are stripped of their crops and the* fanu 
cattle sold or driven off, while the money paid to the receiver is employed 
in supporting the tenants till the landlord accedes to their demands. 
To sum up the above accurate account of the methods by which the 
Nationalist and Home Eule party ,havo tried to make Ireland pibs- 
perous and the people contented:—^Tbey have set class against class, 
inflamed quarrels'instead of appeasing them ; havo tried to reduce 
rents by arbitrary and unjust means j have intorfert'd with the liber¬ 
ties both of landlords and tenants; have, by i)rojao’ting agitation, 
made it impossiblo. for capital to lie employed in improvements with 
any hope of a safe return. They have impoverished tenants by 
stagnation of trade and tho exactions made for party purposes far 
more than they have enriched them by rodxicing their rents. They 
liave rendered all trust in contract impossible, by decreeing that it is 
for the di'btor to detenuino what is duo to the creditor. They have 
adopted odious and illegal moans of enforcing their decrees, and 
while they denounce as coercion the laws recently passed to secure 
the punishment of thoso who execute tlu'so illegal decrees or incite 
others to do so, they have themselves tried to impose on the country 
on(> of the most hateful systems of coercion ever known. 

I would now ask any impartial person how it is possible for 
Liberals or any politicians, except Anarchists, to maintain that a 
Homo Eule Government, conducted by men who have so totally dis¬ 
regarded all tho rules by which societies are bound together, can ever 
bo anything else than a curse to tho country. What reason have 
we to believe that mon who have proved so reckless and unjust in 
the past will ever, when entrusted with t he responsibilities of govern¬ 
ment, show themselves to be trustworthy statesmen? How can wo 
suppose that those persons who now glory, in their illegal practices 
will ever be careful to preserve law and order and just dealing 
between man and man? And how can those who wish for the 
prosperity of Ireland, and think it can be best secured by leaving 
tho condnet of local affairs to Irishmen, think of the present Home 
Eulers except as the worst enemies of Home Eule and of Ireland ? 
They may he, and I hope are, as we are told by their Liberal advocates, 
individually, excellent men; but, like many other ardent spirits, they 
are, as leaders, blind to the faults of their system, wliile they fix their 
eyes solely on the end they wish to attain. This, as the best among 
them beUeve, is the delivery, of Ireland from the tyranny of the 
landlords. Till' the Irish leaders learn to discard the means they 
have hitherto used to gain their ends, and till they try to nnite all 
classes in the'common olject of improving the country and thb 
people living -in itj- till they cease to agitate and disunite society, 
and till law and^ order' is effectually maintained by the williiig 
oo^opera(ion>6f the'greM majority of the peo)>le, things had much 
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better remain as they are than be made over to those who would 
make bad worse. Tho best that Liberals can hope is that the 
English Govcmnient will not relax its efforts to put an end to 
the illegalities of the National League, to bring about peace between 
landlords and tenants, to secure full consideration for all rights of 
both parties, and that if tho landlords’ rights are purchased by the 
tenants a fair price shall be paid for them. They ■will also wish to 
see measures taken to relievo tho pressure of population in congested 
areas by giving tho tenants better chances and more scope for their 
energies than they have at present, and tho resources of the country 
developed by improving the fishing ports, establishing fishing as one 
of the chief national industries, making light railroads for the cheap 
ti’ansport of produce, dealing effectually with arterial drainage, and 
making such other improvements as may be found to be necessary 
and beneficial. ^ A resolute persistence in sucli wise methods must in 
time bring about the union between classes, tho preference of legal 
to illegal methods of redress, and of peace to lighting, which will 
make Home llulo a blessing instead of a curse to the country. Wo 
may then hopo to see Ireland, not, as some Nationalists wish to 
make it, a petty Jlcpublio disunited from England, but ono of the 
most active and thriving sections of the great English Imperial 
Federal ion, glorying in its oavu nationality, not in isolation from, but 
in union with, tho other States of the Union. 

Let us hope tliat we may then see Ireland not ns it is now, the 
battle-ground of jarring factions, but a country in which all classes 
are united together to 

lling out a slowly dying cuuso 
And ancient foiuis of party strife, 
lliiig in the nobler modes of life, 

With sweeter manners, purer laws. 


J. F. Hewitt. 



[The following letter was written to Mr. Eussoll .after perusal of 
his late article in The Westmixstek Review', and some s|>eeches, in 
which ho made use of Mr. Webb’s name in reference to the Curtin 
case. A few trifling verbal corrections have been made, which in no 
way alter the sense of the origimal.] 


74 Abbey Street, DuBhiM, 
Juve 6, 1888. 


T. W. Rl'ssell, Esq., M.P., 

House of Commons, London. 

Dear Sir, —Upon .scv'oral occasions l.atoly you have used my name 
in connection witlx the miuxlor of Mx*. Curtin and th(i outx'ages on 
his family. You do not. givi^ a cox’rect impirssion of my action anil 
attitude.. I have had to con*cspoixd wnth several people on the ques¬ 
tion. As I know you would not wnllingly misrepresent me, I write 
you the facts of th»* case, sure that whatever inferences you draw' 
fi'om them you will for the future state them corxvclly. 

I returned to Dublin afti'v a visit to tlu*. Curtins, hoi'rified and 
disgusted at wli.at T saw. The Ft'cruuni ottered to put in anything 
I would write, and, never w’ithdx’ew fx’om that otter. A regular meet¬ 
ing of the National League would bo held in ten days. My intention 
was simply t/O ])ubllsh a full account of what I saw*. Most of my 
pei'sonal fx’ionds were in favour of this course. From the fii'st, a 
near female relative, upon w'lxose judgmeixt I nxucli rely in such 
matters, was clearly opposed thei’ot-o. My object w’as not to do what 
appeared heroic or dramatic, but W'hat was ivally best for the Curtins 
and for suppressing such outrages in the futui'e. She did not think 
my intended course would effect my object. Her view wras strongly 
backed up by others, and what we, finally arranged was this—^that I 
should, at the house of one of the principal physicians in Dublin (a 
Protestant), who thought I should publish, meet a near relative (a 
Protestant), who also thought I should publish, and two of our friend^ 
who thought I should not publish; and that we should decide what was 
best under all the circumstances of the case. We met. I read my 
proposed communication. We talked the matter over for some hours, 
and we came unanimously to the conclusion that publication would 
neither serve the Curtins nor tend to stop outrage. At the next 
public meeting of the League I referred to the subject, said what I 
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had intended to do, and that I had altered my intention. And I 
let it plfdnly he seen what I thought of the way the Curtins were 
treated. Being “ convinced ” is not being *' squared ” or “ silenced." 
I have never wavered in my belief that I acted for the best in 
coming to the conclusion I did. I wrote fully to the Curtins; we 
have been friends ever since, con*esponding occasionally, and they 
called on me when in town. I subscribed to their fund and induced 
others to subscribe. 

My experience in the conferences I had drew me nearer than 
ever to my friends of the Irish Parliamentary Party. I felt moro' 
than ever before how worthy they are of the confidence wo repose in 
them, how sincerely anxious they are to put an end to outrage, and 
how imperatively necessary Home Eule is, if outrage is to bo put an 
end to. I do not see eye to eye with them upon all occasions; but 
I believe history and future events will do them justice, as Earl 
Spencer, who has had better opportunities forjudging than any other 
man in the world, has done them justice. 

Since my visit the' Curtins continued to suffer moi*e or less up to 
the time of the compelled sale of their farm. I believe they would 
have suffered more if I had done the heroic. (You must not suppose 
that nothing was done.) They have been the victims of a vitiated and 
debased local public opinion, induced by ages of injustice and neglect. 
No matter how you, and many others, may believe that a better state 
of things might be brought about in the maintenance of your "paper 
Union (a state of things in which Irish affairs would receive as 
complete, and entire, and prompt attention as English affairs), I believe 
the past has proved it to bo an impossibility. TFe arc tlw true- 
Unionists. Dissension in Ireland, and bitterness between England 
and Ireland, will continue so long as it is attempted in a United 
Parliament to legislate regarding our internal affairs. 

Very truly yours, 

(Signed) Alfred Webb* 
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SCIENCE. 

Fbofessob Yotrua’s treatise on the Snn^ in the International Scientihc 
Series is an e:scellent summary of the scientific results arrived at in 
modern rcsearcli. The .author not only tolls what is known, but dis¬ 
cusses problems which need further investigation; and on this account 
the work is more than usually suggestive and interesting. The volume 
comprises nine cliapters. The first treats of the distance and dimensions 
of the sun, and states the metliods by which the results arrived at have 
been obtained. The apparatus is then described by which the surface of 
the sun is studied; and in the third chapter the different forms of spec¬ 
troscope and phenomena of the solar spectrum are explained. A descrip¬ 
tion of the solar surface then succeeds, with drawings and photograplss of 
sun-spots. The average duration of a sun-spot is stated at two or three 
months, though a .spot lasted for eighteen months in 1840-1841. A 
spot, however, may be seen but a few iiours. Spots may divide, and the 
parts repel each other at varying speeds. When a spot is completely 
formed it is approximately circular, but, as its end approaches, the sur-; 
rounding photosphere seems to crowd in upon it. The evidence is 
clearly stated, which proves that the spots are hollows in the photo¬ 
sphere, which extend downward for from two to six thousiind miles or 
more. The spots have furnished evidence that the sun rotates on its 
axis in about twenty-five days, but they also have a motion of their 
own, tending slightly towards the equator and to the poles, as well as 
moving in small ellipses. The periodicity of sun-spots occupies another 
chapter, and some attention is given to the question of their influence 
upon the earth in meteorology. Having stated the theoretical explana¬ 
tion of sun-spots, the author discusses the chromosphere and the solar 
prominences, whiph are illustrated by numerous figures. Ample illustra¬ 
tion is also given of *tbe corona as it lias been represented by different 
observers. The author also discusses the sun’s light and heat. Finally, 
a summary is given of the facts stated, and of the discussions founded 
upon them. An Appendix gives an account of Professor Langley's 
observations with the bolometer, and there are many notes which indi¬ 
cate the nature of researches made since the first edition of the book 
was printed. The voli^me is very carefully written, and is the work of a 
distinguished astronomer. 

Professor Liversidge issues for the first time as a separate volnme an 

1 “ The Snn.” By 0. A.^ Young, Ph.D., LL.D., Professor of Astronomy in the 
College of New Jersey. With numerous Illustrations. Third Edition, with Supple- 
mentaty Note. London: Kegan Paul, Trench & Co. 1888. 
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account of the minerals of Now South Wales,® which was printed in a less 
complete form by the Mining Department in 1882. The work is a 
mineralogical description, enriched with a large number of local details. 
It commences with gold, and extracts from contemporary newspapers 
interesting facts concerning the discovery of gold in the country. The 
results of numerous assays are given, which show the percentage of 
silver in the several samples and their value. Exceptionally there are 
minute quautities of iron, copper, and lead present, nnd even traces of 
bismuth. Silver is treated in the same way, and appended is a list of 
minerals in w’hich silver and gold have been found. The value of gold 
from 2few South Wales declines steadily, and in 1886 was only £366,294!. 
The value of silver, on the other hand, is augmenting, and in the same 
year amounted to £197,544'. The amount of copper produced fluctuates 
greatly, and for the last few years the value of the yield has declined 
rapidly. A large part of the space devoted to each mineral is occupied 
with au enumeration of the localities in which it is found. The yield of 
lead is chiefly obtained frciu galena, and in 1886 was valued at £291,485. 
Iron is represented by the usual ores; but the value of the metal is com¬ 
paratively small, and in the year to which all the latest statistics refer 
is only £19,000, wlifereas tlie tin raised in the same year had a value of 
£467,663. In addition to these minerals the rarer or less valuable 
substances which are known to occur in the colony are described. The 
second part of the volume, devoted to the non-motallic minerals, gives a 
short account of the diamonds and graphite, and a full account of tho 
occurrence of coal and kerosene shale. The ordinary rock-forming 
minerals are described in this part, and descriptions and figures are given 
of some Australian meteorites. The volume concludes with a number of 
reprints of the author’s papers communicated* to tho Royal Society of 
New South Wales. There are alphabetical lists of mineral localities, 
and an index of localities arranged under counties, as w'ell as an alpha¬ 
betical list of minerals. The volume includes a map, which indicates areas 
over which the chief mineral products of the country arc distributed. 
The work is essentially technical, but appeals to all who are interested 
in the mineral wealth of New South Wales. It has been compiled with 
care, and gives a large amount of reliable information in the smallest space. 
It would have been an advantage had the work been more fully illustrated. 

. In a little pamphlet on asbestos,® Mr. Jones brings together many 
interesting facts concerning tins mineral substance. The different 
Canadian mines are described in a popular way, aud some account is 
giveu of the uses to which asbestos has been applied. Too much is said in 
praise of asbestos mining. 

The origin of the trees which are utilized or cultivated by man presents 
an aspect of evolution which is well calculated to engage the reader’s 
interest from the abundance of materials for inquiry. And it was a 
happy idea of the Marquis de Saporta,* to endeavour to trace the con¬ 
nections between familiar plants and the fosril remaips-preserved in the 
strata, which may stand to them in the relation of ancestors. What 

* "The Minerals of New South Wales, &o.“ By A. Liversidge, M.A., P.R.S. With 
Map. London: TrUbner & Co, 1888. 

^ " Asbestos: its Broduction and Use. With some Account of tho Asbestos Mines 
of Camida." By llobert H. Jones. London: CJrosby Lookwood & Son. 1888. 

« " Orktoe.l^^ontoliwiqno «io8 Arbres onltivSs on utilisfis par rhomme." Par lo 
MarquiikO. de Saporta, Conrespondant de ITnstitat. Avec 44 figure interoaKies dana 

lexto. jurist J. B. B^dfli^re et Pile. 1888. 
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Gaudry has done for the surviving types of mammals, Saporta attempts 
for plants; and no living naturalist is better qualified by his researches 
on fossil floras to estimate the evidence concerning the descent of plants. 
In the Introduction the author describes the association and distribution 
of trees in forest regions, and sketches the relation which exists between 
types of vegetation found as fossils in various strata, and similar typos 
which are living, though in different geographical areas. The mechanism 
by winch ho would account for the evolution of species and the succession 
of floras is of the simplest kind, being the refrigeration of the earth 
.during geological time, and the consequent migration southward towards 
the tropics, of life which once existed at the pole, and to this refrigera¬ 
tion is attributed the origin of the deciduous condition of feliago. It 
must, however, bo remembered that the refrigeration of the earth and the 
stability of the poles are both hypotheses, and that the study of inverte¬ 
brate fossils' lends no support to this contention of a progressive migration 
southward. The facts of plant evolution are, however, iu no way depen¬ 
dant on this hypothesis, and arc stated systematically under the ordinal 
types. The existing Cycas revoluta, which grows in the orange zone of 
the Mediterranean, appears to be a direct descendant of Cycas Steenstrupii 
from the middle chalk of Disco in Greenland. The Salisburia or Ginkgo 
has allies in the carboniferous rocks; but is a characteristic type in the 
lower secondary strata, and is found in newer deposits. The living form 
S. biloba has a collateral ancestor in Disco Island, and an immediate 
ancestor in the Miocene flora of Saghalien. The coniferous trees similarly 
show in contrasted figures the nature of the correspondence between 
fossil and living species of the same genera. The Cedrus lieuniori, from 
the lower chalk of Havre, is presumed to be the ancestor of tlio cedar of 
the Athis; and examples are given which show the close correspondence 
between fossil species and the existing pines of Europe, while Araucarias 
dating back to Jurassic deposits, are found in the Eocene strata of 
Europe, and thus show a succession of species in time. Among the yews, 
the existing Cryptoraeria of Japan is partllcled by the fossil specios from 
Antrim apd Mull. Each of the great groups of plants is thus examined 
in detail, sotting forth* the descent of the palms, bananas, draccon.as, 
yuccas, bamboos. Among the dicotyledons, the author points out that 
types with simple persistent leaves preceded those with deciduous and 
deeply lobed leaves. The chestnuts preceded the oaks, and the interval 
between the types is covered by an intermediate series ; and the paleonto¬ 
logical history of plants abounds in examples of similar transitions. The 
history of every important ordinal type is thus traced, so as to make 
known for the first time to the general reader all those links of evidence 
which have weighed with many botanists aud geologists in inducing them 
to believe in the progressive evolution aud descent of plant life. The 
work is written with a masterly command of fact and perfect freedom 
from technicalities, and will be equally acceptable to the scientific man 
and the student, whose familiarity with the names of common plants 
enables him to appreciate the cumulative force of evidence reiterated 
through all grades of plant life. 

In the preface to a book on the origin of floral struQtures,’^ Mr. George 
Henslow gives a brief summary of views which have been advuicsd to 

V 

» “ The 9rigin of Floral Structures through Inract and other Agencies." By the 
Uev. George Henslow, MA.., F.L.S., F.G.S. With 88 Illustrations. London: Kogan 
Paul, Trench & Co. 18S8. 
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acoount for the phenomena to be discussed, lie states that the idea 
occurred to him that insects might be the real cause of many peculiarities 
in the structure of flowers, and he regards his work as a revival of the 
ideas of G-eoiTroy 8b. Hilaire of 1795, and endeavours to refer every element 
in the structure of flowers to the influence of one or more conditions 
of their environment. The predominance given to the origin of 
species by insect agency distinguishes the present work from its prede¬ 
cessors, though his conception may be included under those which Mr. 
Darwin demonstrated in his experiments. The author insists on the large 
part which luck plays as compared with selection in determining whethes. 
the seeds germinate or bear fruit. Instead of supposing that plants are 
produced spontaneously, among which a few are more favoured by insects 
than the rest, the author reverses the process and regards the insects as 
the cause of the changes set up in the flower, and urges that, while the 
original species of insect induces the descendants of the plant to vary in 
adaptation to itself, other insects cause it to vary in other ways as soon as 
the seeds get transported. There are difficulties in accounting for the 
structures of flowers by natural selection, and the author is unable to see 
why the loss of three out of live carpels in tim Labiates should go hand 
in hand with a multiplication of the ribs of the calyx, with the hooded 
corolla and lateral position of the flower, if this w'ere due to natural 
selection, but he conceives that the irritations of tissues set up by the 
insect would lead to changes in growth sufficient to account for such 
phenomena. He would regard the survival of the fittest as due in the first 
place to constitutional selection rather than natural selection, giving as 
an illustration the fact that after planting a square yard of surface as 
thickly as possible with liivett’s wheat and the Hussiau Kubanka wheat 
closely mixed, all the grains germinated, but only twenty ears were pro¬ 
duced, which were all of the Kubanka variety. With these and other 
views on the origin of flowers the author states his case. Having enu¬ 
merated the general principles of variation in number, arrangement, 
cohesion, adhesion, and form whicli the organs of flowers manifest, each 
of these principles is discussed and illustrated in the earlier chapters so as 
to show something of the plims upon which ildwers are formed. The 
forms of flowers are examined iir some detail, and chapters are given to 
floral appendages, nectaries, sensitiveness of plant organs, laws of colour, 
development of floral whorls, and many other subjects connected with 
the reproduction of tho species, the degeneracy of flow’crs, their meta¬ 
morphosis and varieties of fertilization. Throughout the book, however, 
the botanical exposition predoihinates. We miss the experimental in¬ 
vestigation which might have helped to sustain the author’s views, and 
the work rather conveys tho idea that the hypothesis of variation by tho 
agencies mentioned has not been adequately put forward, i.lt is easy to 
speculate, but the laborious digest of facts w'bicb make speculations an 
engine of research alone justifies their publication, and while theauthor^s 
view in plausible and may even be a true cause in accounting for the 
' phenomena, we think it would have been better not to have given it 
publicity, which invites criticism, until a larger array of evidence bad been 
marshalled in supnorfe. ^ ' ■ 

Mr. Bdward A.^Butlef, cdotributda’ aia^couat of SUkworma to the 
Young‘Collator Series.^ .The.subject ^sthc advwntageDver most previous 

• -* Thfi'', VontK COljai^or. Silkworms.” By Bf. A. Bntleif, B.A., B.Sc. London ; 
Swftp^B<«,«i&ascUciij,ii^Owrey & Co. ■ 188S. 
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works in the same series of dealing less with matters of classification and 
more with the life history of animals. This aspect alone should interest 
the young collector ; he should train himself to observe, and observation 
can never be so systematically. carried on as in following the details of 
structure and conditions of existence of a single animal type. The author 
traces the history of silk' culture, but makes no mention of its existing 
manufacture in our own country.' The next chapter details the life history 
of the silkworm, and by means of figures shows the stages of its growth 
and characteristic structures. The third chapter similarly illustrates and 
describes the internal anatomy of the animal. Then succeeds a practical 
chapter on the rearing and management of silkworms, and a chapter is 
given to diseases. The little book concludes with an account of wild silk¬ 
worms, especially the oak silkworms of China and America. 

The Young Collector’s Handbook of British Birds is too ambitious. 
The Introduction gives but scanty information on the nomenclature of the 
feathers and the preparation of eggs. The five orders defined by habit 
are successively treated of; but tlio six pages given to the liaptores might 
more profitably have defined the essential characters and habits and 
varieties of raptorial birds. The author, instead of this, follows the 
analytical method, and briefly enumerates the birds, saying a few words 
on the habits, colour, and eggs of each, with occasionally a word or two 
on its geographical distribution. The same method is followed with tho 
Insessores, itasores, Grallatores, and Natatores. This method implies 
that the boy already knows the bird by its popular name, and he only 
Icarus its scientific name, and gets a few hints as to its habits and the 
recognition of its eggs. A list of British birds follows, with indications 
as to whether they are resident or visitors, or breed in tho islands. The 
last tliirty pages are an Appendix on collecting and preserving birds, by 
Mr. Bowdler Sharpe. This is an interesting article, bub does little to 
justify its title, for it is only in the latter half of the paper that we are 
introduced to the mysteries of arsenical soap, and method of skinning and 
preparing the skins for preservation. 

The Woolhope ^Naturalists’ Field Club ® is well known for its influence 
on the cultivation of 8cience,and among the many subjects which engaged the 
attention of the late Dr. Bull, the birds of Herefordshire were brought 
under notice of the members. The notes which he brought together, now 
issued in a volume, are almost entirely the result of observation on tho 
habits and food of the various species, interspersed with many quotations 
from poets and prose writers who have referred to tho several species. 
There is very little scientific description, but many facts of interest, such 
as au account of the way in which tho ring-necked pheasant, introduced 
in 1802, has driven out the older species, are comprised in its pages. An 
Appendix gives the local names of birds in Herefordshire, and there is an 
Index of scientific and Euglish names of the species. It is a useful piece 
of work, which, by its freedom from technicalities, Will interest majiy 
lovers of nature beyond the limits of the county with which it is con« 
cemed. 

7 « The YoougCoUeetor’s Handbook of British Birds and th4ir<Ne^s and Bggs.” 
By W. Harcourt^Bath. With a Chapter on Collecting knd Preserving Birds by B. 
Bowdler Sharpe. London: Swan Sohnenschein, Lowrey & Co. > 1888. ’ 

* “ Notes on the Birds of Herefordshire.” Contributed by Members of the Wool- 
hope Club. Collected imd Arranged by Henry CrAves BoU, M.D. London : Hamilton 
Adams Sc Co. Hereford: Jakeman & Carver. 1888. 
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“ Fl«8h or T'ruit ” ® is an article reprinted from the WESTMiiraTEB 
Keview, strongly urging vegetarian diet. Arguments in this matter have 
probably but little iufinence in comparison with the qualities of taste and 
smell with which different individuals are endowed. Tor a long time it is 
probable that temperance in the use of animal food will prevail in pre¬ 
ference to total abstinence, and although there is much to be said in favour 
of a prepohderaiice of vegetable elements in the diet, it needs to be said 
BO as to win sympathies Jay appealing to tangible advantages. The senti¬ 
mental considerations which w'eigh with the author are never likely to 
influence the mass of mankind, whose first question is rather how they 
may survive in the struggle for existence. 

Mr. Plumptre’s “ Natural Causation ” does not appear to have any 
reason for his existence. The first article, the Doctrine of Design, viewed 
from the standpoint of evolution, does not even conceive of design, except 
in the old way, and it makes no effort to show that evolution is a form of 
design. The article is crude and does not carry conviction. The second 
paper—termed Pbilocophical Necessity : a Defence—is reprinted from the 
Modem Seeieu), and is intended to support the views urged by Professor 
Clifford, of.Necessity as opposed to i’rec Will. Tlio third article is 
Natural Growtffin Ethics, and attempts to follow out the idea that morality 
proceeds, as the author expresses it, like everything else in Nature, from, 
inherent uniformity. The last paper, termed Natural Growth in Civiliza¬ 
tion, aims at showing that civilization is the effect of natural law. We have 
not succeeded in finding anything new' in the book, but the papers are of 
that light kind which appeal to readers who readily dispense with originality. 

The fifth annual issue of “ Tho Year-book of Scientific and Learned 
Societies’’^Ms this year divided into fifteen sections. The first com¬ 
prises all those societies which occupy themselves with tho different 
branches ot science, or with science and literature. Tho succeeding 
divisions give particulars of societies which jmblish upon astronomy, 
mathematics, and physics; chemistry and photography; geography, 
geology, and mineralogy; biology, including horticulture, microscopy, 
and anthropology; economic science and statistics ; mechanical science 
and architecture; naval and military science ; agriculture, law, literature, 
and history; psychology, archmology, medicine, and foreign societies. The 
volnme concludes with an Index. Here will bo found retforded not only 
particulars as to the officers and meetings of all the scientific societies in 
the British Islands, but the title and author of every scientific memoir 
published by those societies'' during tho year. The list of foreign 
societies which is appended this year will be found useful for referenim. 
We have noticed a few misprints in scientific names, but, on the whole, 
the work has been well done, and is an invaluable index to the literature 
of British Bcieni:e. 

Mr. Sweet’s laborious ** History of English Sounds”** Has the disad* 


An Sssay on Food Iteform. By H. S. Salt. Itondon: William 
An Essay .in Foot Farts. By 0. E. Fliuaptre. London: 


• “ Flesh or Fruit.” 

Beeves. 

“ Natural Causation.” 

T. Fisher Unwia. 1888. 

“ Yow-Bpok of tho Scientific and Learned Societies of Great Britain and Ireland, 
(^ntprhfing Lwt.a of the Papers read during 1887, before Sodetles- engaged in all 
pepaitoonts of Research, with the names Of their Authors. With Appendix corapris- 

Soitentifle Societies throughout the World.*^ Compiled £om 
Offload Soui^. Fifth Annua], Issue. London; Charles Griffin & Co. 1888. 

“ ”i^Hf™ry,of English Soimds from the l^liest Period,, with full Word Lists ” 
Oxford; Atthe'Clarendonihress. 1888. / 
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vantage of necessitating on the part of those to whom the subject is new 
a preliminary mastery of an extended system of signs in place of the 
familiar alphabet. But, having mastered the system of phonetics and 
the many questions concerned in sound-change, we pass through a short 
section, on the origin of speech-sounds, to the origin of dialects, in which 
the influence of rivers and mountains is estimated in dividing peoples, 
and the influence of temperature in relation to opening and closing the 
mouth is stated. The origin of writing is discussed under alphabets, new 
letters, and other elements of expression. Sections treat of Aryan 
sounds, Q-ermahic sounds, Euncs, old English sounds, Scandinavian 
sounds, middle English sounds, modern English sounds, and living 
English sounds. To this succeeds the first word list, which comprises tho 
majority of words of old English or Scandinavian origin in common use, 
and a second word list of living old English, There is an index to the 
first word list, and tables of sound-change and forms of letters of dialect 
characteristics, and of contractions used in the book. It is a mino of in¬ 
formation of the greatest interest, but technically expressed so as to appeal 
chiefly to the scientific student of language. 


POLITICS, SOCIOLOGY, VOYAGES AND * 

TRAVELS. 

M. ni: MonisTABi has long and justly enjoyed an eminent position in 
France as a political economist. Two of the most recent of bis many 
works claim our notice, although requiring a for more attentive examina¬ 
tion than we can think of entering upon here. Both display their author’s 
wide and accurate knowledge, not ouly of economic phenomena, but of 
history and sociology as well. Both are closely reasoned and full of 
suggestive thought. M. de Molinari belongs to the deductive or a priori 
school, and shares the tendency of its disciples to dwell, perhaps too ex¬ 
clusively, amid abstract principles. “ Les Lois Naturelles de FEconomie 
Politique ” ^ is a luminous and cautious re-statement of certain funda¬ 
mental principles of human nature. These he calls the law of economy of 
force, the law of competition, and the law of tho progression of values. 
H. de Molinari is in general extremely luminous. But we confess we 
are not quite sure that we comprehend what he means by the law of the 
progression of values. “Euvertue de cette loi,” he says, “la concur¬ 
rence dcs quantit^s offertes au ‘marcbd, ^ croissant ou ddcroissaut en 
raison aritbm^tique, engendre tine progressioii des valours d^croissante ou 
croissante en raison g^omdtrique/’ From which, he adds, it results that, 
on the one band, the vakes of commodities tei|d to a level with the cost 
of their production, whilej on the,other hand, “a just and necessary 
equilibrium teflds perpetually to establish itself in the production and 
distribution of riches.” This, if we mistake not, is one of those “ laws ” 
to which many modem economists deny the name, contending that they 
are not founded on any unalterable order of Nature, but are simply gene- 

1 *' lies 1^8 Natuzelies ds rfioonuinie Politique.” Par O. de Molinari. Paris: 
Librairie GuiUaumin et Cio. 
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nlizations from the actual working of certain human institutions, and, so 
far from being universal, are hounded by yery narrow limits of time and 
space. The statement of these laws, and the proof of their necessity, 
however, occupies but a small portion- of his work. He goes on to con¬ 
sider the causes which disturb their operation—obstacles arising from the 
nature of man and his environment. Then he traces the course of 
economic evolution, the various forms of competition—“ animal,” “ poli¬ 
tical ” and “ industrial ”—and the transformations from one to the other. 
Finally, we have a thoughtful sociological study of “ la servitude politique,” 
in which he makes many profound reflections on the funclions of govern¬ 
ment, and the political and economical progress of society. In the 
appendices we find two remarkable papers on the civil war between capital 
and labour, and a project for mitigating it. The same author's larger and 
more .important work—“ La Morale ^conomique ”—we must reserve for 
notice on some future occasion. 

The second volume of the “ Petite Bibliotheque Fconomiquo Fran 9 ai 8 o 
et Etrangere ” is devoted to Bentham.® The design of the series is to 
present, in the most convenient form at a very moderate price, the prin¬ 
cipal works of the writers and statesmen who have advanced the science 
of political economy. The editor, M. Joseph Chailley, takes an un¬ 
usually wide view of the limits of this science, so wide as to include 
Bentham's ” Principles of Legislation,” as well as his “ Manual of Political 
Economy.” Indeed w’e do not quite see why Bentham should have been 
aelected as an economist at all. However, we are grateful for the volume. 
It is small enough to go into a very moderate-sized pocket, and it con¬ 
tains, besides the two works mentioned above, an excellent Introduction 
by Mdlle. Eafialovich, in which we find a resume of Bentham's doctrine, 
along with an appreciative sketch of his life and principal writings. 

Ho writer of mark is better acquainted with the affairs of South Africa 
outside Cape Colony than Mr. liider Haggard, and no one has approached 
him in the'power of exciting interest in tho fortunes of the people of that 
troubled region. But it must be confessed that he has succeeded best 
when employing the attractive medium of fiction. For one who bos read 
“ Cety wayo ” * probably a thousand have read “ Jess.” He feels strongly, 
as we all know, on all that concerns the honour of England and the wel¬ 
fare of the English and subject black races of South Africa. Five years 
age he published his views and experiences in “ Cetywayo; or, Kemarks 
on Eecent Events in Zululand, Natal, and the Transvaal.” A new edition 
being called for, he has re-issued it without alteration, but with the 
addition of an elaborate Introduction, wherein he summarizes the events 
that have occurred since 1882, and naturally takes the opportunity of 
pointing out the extent to which his earlier prophecies have been 
verified. The history is a sad and a shameful one. As regards Zululand 
and the sequel of Cetywayo's ill-judged restoratioh, Mr. Haggard's worst 
predictions have unfortunately been amply justified by the events which 
marked the disastrous paralysis of English influence under Jjords Kim¬ 
berley and Derby—events which illustrate once more the fcdly of the 
Colonial Oflice in disregarding the warnings of governors and other res¬ 
ponsible men who are on the spot and acquainted with the people and 

* Bentham ; Brincipcs dc LC-glsIation Ct d’£cooomie Fblitiqac/' Par 8. Baffalo-. 
vicb. PSsis: 'QaiBaumin ct Cie. ■ 

* “Cetywayo and his White Neighbours; or, Remarks on Becent Events in Zulu- 

said'the Transvaal." By Hi lUderHaggaxd. Second Edition. London: 
TrtboerACo. im 
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the countries concerned. Mr. Haggard’s epitaph on Cetj.wayo is only 
too true: “ He was unfortunate in many things, but in nothing was he 
so unfortunate as in his friends and ^dfisers.” The wretched story of 
Boer aggression against gallant native races whom he thinks we^'were 
morally bound to protect, but for whom Lord Derby’s dread of respon¬ 
sibility prevented a hand being raised, is told by our author with some 
bitter comments. 

“L’Enfer Farisien" * is the sensational title, hardly justified by the 
contents, of a series of light sketches in the by>ways. of life in Paris, 
chiefly in the lower and less*kuowh social strata. They are very brightly 
written.. .Very few of the scenes have anything savouring of “ I’Enfer 
nor are the lives depicted those of the damned. We are taken behind 
the scenes, to places that moat of us have never visited before. We are 
shown students, models, jockeys, opium dens, the curious uses and abuses 
of hypnotism, the asylums of the sick and poor, the horrors of the 
Morgue and the guillotine. But there is nothing hellish in it all. 

Monsieur Tissot's winter in Vienna'^ began with a visit to Venice, the 
much described; yet his crisp sentences and vivid recollections come with 
a certain freshness which pleases. From Venice he takes steamer to 
Trieste; and a visit to Miramar, the seat of the unfortunate Maximilian, 
gives rise to an interesting chapter on the short reign of the ill-fated 
archduke—a victim to iN^apoleonic intrigue,according to this Bepublican 
writer. From Trieste the author proceeds to Goritz, where he has the 
honour of an interview with the late Comte de Chambord. The journey 
to Vienna is enlivened by anecdotes of bis fellow-travellers, stories of 
the country, &c., until Vienna is reached. He gives us a bright, kindly 
and detailed account of the Austrian capital and its society, and the 
Imperial family. We find nowhere a word that could wound national 
susceptibilities. Faults and failings are touched with a light hand. 
The book is full of humour and its interest never fiags. Many Viennese 
traditions and stories are told in these pages—notably that of the 
“ Stock im Eisen.” We recommend to our readers Chapter XVII., on 
prisoim and charitable institutions. M. Tissot gives a sad picture of the 
House of Detentiou, where murderers, thieves, drunkards, and minor 
ofienders are all assembled together pell-mell, awaiting interrogation, 
in a place damp, gloomy, trickling with moisture, resembling the Cata¬ 
combs. But the prison of the “ Landesgericht,” in the Alservorstadt, is 
a very different matter. Here sentences are worked out and executions 
take place. ' All is orderly, neat, and scrupulously clean. So extensive 
is this prison that'three hours barely sufilce to go over it. It is easy to 
see that the dreaded name of Austrian Prison ” is now a dead letter. 
So comfortable are the crimhials made, and so generous is the 
menu, that many of them are no sooner released than they deliberately 
take steps to ensure their speedy re-admittance to this Paradise 
■of criminals. The author was preseat at the execution of Hackler, 
an odious and heartless murderer. The grim. scene la described with 
atartling fidelity and illustrated by a wood-cut. But this gloomy 
subject is soon effaced, by the bright pages which follow, aud which 
describe pleasant, merry Viepua so faithfully, ** Alleweilfidell fidel!’* 
is the cry of this eareless, pleasure-loving people :—** Ce people sans 

* " L’B&fer Fadaieo.” ‘ Far Hugues Le Boox. Faria: Victor Havard. 1888. 

* Un Hiver & Vienne.” Far Victor Tissot. B. Dentu, Sditeur. Libraire da la 
fiocidte dos Qeos de liettres. Faris. 1888. 
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haine, sans envie, sans souci, philosophe & la maniere du docteur Pangloss, 
a des moeurs si donees, il esfc si charmant dans ses relations, si ouvert et 
si hospitalier, qu’il lui sera certainement beaucoup pardonnu pour avoir 
trop aimd la musique, la danse, I’amour, et la gaietd.” The author has 
shown us Vienna. The book is illustrated by charming little wood-cuts, 
many of them quite delicious in their dainty precision. 

There are very few spots on the continent of Europe, of which the 
world knows so little as it does of “ the land beyond the forest.”* “ No 
one ever comes to G?rausylvania in cold blood, unless it be some very rabid 
sportsman eager for the embrace of a shaggy bear.” Hence the old 
world charm which, we are assured, hangs over it all—over its forests, its 
mountains, its raedimval church-fortresses, its ruined watch-tow;ers, its 
mysterious caverns and gold mines, its songs, legends, costumes and 
customs. It is not easy to transfer this charm to the pages of n visitor's 
note-book. Tet Mrs. Gerard has almost succeeded in doing it, perhaps 
because she had no such object consciously before her. She tells us very dis¬ 
tinctly what she has and has not aimed at. Her book is not historical, nor 
geographical, nor geological, nor sociological, nor yet is it a substitute for 
Baedeker. “ All I have attempted hero to do is to seize the general colour 
and atmosphere of the land, and to fix—as much for my own private 
satisfaction as for any other reason—certain impressions of people and 
places I should be loth to fosget.” Nevertheless, a good deal of history 
and other solid information has got w'oven in with .the author’s reminis¬ 
cences, for, as she adds, she does not scorn serious information wheji it 
comes in her way, although she “ takes more pleasure in chronicling 
fancies than facts, and superstitions rather than statistics.” Still, super¬ 
stitions are facts, and sometimes very instructive facts. Mrs. Gerard 
presents us with a perfect treasury of them. The three chief races in¬ 
habiting Transylvania are the Kouinnniaii, Magyar, and tjoxon, which wo 
have named in order, according to their numbers. The Saxons were, the 
Magyars are, and the liouraauians will be, politically, the most important. 
They have all three very distinct and strongly marked characteristics, 
which Mrs. Gerdrd brings out very clearly. Tlie Eoumanians, who prido 
themselves on being the descendants of the Homan conquerors of the 
Dacians, stand to the Saxons and Magyars, we imagine, in something the 
same relation as the Irish peasants to their English and Scotch masters. 
The analogy seems tolerably close in several respects, but we have not 
space to work it out. The key to the Boumanian character is the 
Boumanian religion. “ The whole life of a Wallack (the Saxon name for 
a Boumanian) is taken up‘in devising talismans against the devil.” Ear 
poorer and more ignorant than the Saxons, theyare yet &r more loveable, 
and of a far more refined ethnological type. But the sturdy, rough-out 
Saxon has his virtues too. His history is evidence of this. Seven 
centuries ago King Geisa II. invited colonists from Germany to settle in 
his thinly peopled territory; and from that day to this the German 
colonists have maintained themselves on the lands King Geisa gave their 
ancestors, preserving in a quite wonderful manner their national charac¬ 
teristics and the purity of their Saxon blood, living as more or less 
separate communities in the midst of Magyars- and l^umanians. Our 
author's accoqnt of them is fim of historical dnd antiquarian interest. 

* land beyond the Forest: Facts, Flgurw. aod Fancies from Transylvania.” 
% £. Q«;ard. With Sfap and lllasttations. Two vols. Edinbargh and London: 
W^iamE}aekwood.&Soa8. 1888. 
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Indeed, there is hardly a page of these two spiritedly written volumes, 
which many readers will want to skip. There are a considerable number 
of well-chosen and fairly executed illustrations. 

Sir Richard Temple has been bold enough to try the sooiewhat 
hazardous experiment of colouring his illustrations.^ The result is hardly 
encouraging. The colours are crude in the extreme. If one had never 
seen a good oil painting of an Eastern landscape, one might possibly find 
these illustrations some assistance in realizing the natural colour. But in 
our humble opinion they are bad art and can only do harm. Sir Richard 
may be a good painter, but if so tliere is something very wrong in the 
printing. He seems quite blind to the irony of the passages on colour 
that he quotes from Rnskin when read in connection with these illustration.-). 
The object of the book is to present these reproductions of tho author’s 
studies in oils, illustrating the record of his tour in Palestine. The letter* 
press is subsidiary. It explains the subjects of tho sketches, giving a 
remmS of the Scriptural events associated witli each place, and adding any 
facts of general interest brought to light by recent explorations. It gives 
also a general account of the author’s tour. The route lay between Jerusalem 
on tho south, Jordan on the east, and Beyrout on the north. The fine' 
roomy pages, the largo clear print, and tho wide margin make it a pleasure 
to read this rather ponderous volume—provided one can rest it on a 
table. We should not recommend it for a railway journey. 

Mr. Holyoake® reprints as a separate volume the series of*papors 
originally contributed to the Co-oi)cmtive N^ews, describing a number of 
most interesting attempts made in difierent parts of England a century 
ago, with the object of benefiting the condition of the industrious poor, 
by giving them improved chances of bettering themselves. • To Bishop 
Barrington, Count Ruraford, and Sir Thomas Bernard he gives the credit 
of having “ furnished the inspiration, the invention, and the advocacy of 
the remarkable devices of self-help promulgated at the end of the last 
century,” Bishop Barrington was the first president of the Society 
for Bettering the Ctydition and Increasing the Comfort of the Poor,” a 
prototype, in some respects, of the Social Science Association of recent 
times. , Sir Thomas Bernard was probably the originator of the idea of 
such a society, or at least ho worked it out, and wrote or edited those 
“ Reports ” from which Mr. Holyoake has drawn most of his materials. 
Count Rumford invented, and recommended with great eflect, a number 
of scientific and sanitary improvements in the public institutions of the 
time. Mr. Holyoake gives three accounts of “village shops”—the first 
of them at Mongewell, act up by Bishop Barrington—and he claims 
them as “ co-operative stores.” This is misleading. There was nothing 
co-operative about them. They were simply shops, established by philau- 
thropic individuals on philanthropic not commercial principles, for the 
purpose of supplying to the poor of the village good articles at cost 
price (or as low os possible) for ready money. In one of the cases 
described by Mr. Holyoake, the shop was part of the vicarage, and 
belonged to the vicar. In another case, no family was allowed to deal 
with the “ vUlage shop,” which appears to have bebnged to tho rector, 
unless some “ adult memberof the family had attended church the 
previous Sunday. Mr. Holyoake has no difficulty in proving the prp!- 

V “ Palestine lUnstrated.” By Sir Richard Temple. London: W. H. Allen & Co. 1888. 

■ “ Self-Help a Hundred Years Ago.” By Geoige Jacob Holyoake. London: Swan 
Sonnenschein & Co. 1888. . 
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valence at the epoch of which he treats of the most enlightened modem 
views as to the national duty and necessity of endeavouring to improve the 
condition of the poor in England, especially the agricultural poor. Nor 
was there any want of clear perception of the principles on which such 
attempts should be conducted. It would be interesting to inquire why 
these views were not more successful in getting themselves translated 
into action. Mr. Holyoake thinks it was the peace of 1816 that killed 
the movement. “ The eminent persons whose devices ’* he records were, 
no doubt, actiiated by pure human sympathy. But he thinks it was 
policy, not humanity, that brought them support. AVhcn policy no longer 
dictated encouragement of large and healthy families wherewith to supply 
the waste in our army and navy, interest in the poor died out.^ We know 
not if this explanation, little creditable to our upper and middle classes, 
be historically tru#^ But, if it be, it shows how little the movement 
relied on self-hdp. Indeed, nothing is clearer from Mr. lloljoakc’s own 
pages than that the movement began and ended with the clergy, the 
gentry, and one or two manufacturers like Bale and Owen. The experi¬ 
ments related in detail by Mr. Holyoake are highly instructive, and give 
‘ us many glimpses into the condition of rural England a century ago. 
Especially mstrUctive and encouraging are the experiences of the Earl of 
Wincbilsea and some other landowners, in granting to their labourers 
gardens, land for a cow, and soon, anticipating the modern movement for 
allotments and the “ throe acres and a cow ” question. Even soup kitchens 
were not unknown in those days. Altogether most people will lay down 
Mr. Holy.oake’s instructive volume with much increased respect for the 
enlightcnmeut of their great grandfathers, and some little shame at the 
discovery that a hundred years has seen so little strengthening of the 
social sentiment, and so little progress towards its realization in practice. 
“ Little ” we say, not “ none ”—as Mr. Holyoake’s better known works 
abundantly prove. 

Mr. Egmont Hake's solution of the unemployed problem^ is hardly of a 
kind to commend itself to the commercial community. Nor is the state¬ 
ment of the problem sufficiently full and systematic to be regarded as a 
scientific dU-cussion of the relations of labour and capital. He contends 
that the world is not sufiering from over production but from under 
consumption. This seems to us either trifliug with tenns or a neglect 
to estimate the international conditions which affect producer and con¬ 
sumer, and the problem is too large to be adequately stated in a paragraph. 
Secondly, ho has much to say in praise of credit; in fact, the pamphlet 
seems written chiefly to commend Mr. O. E. Wcsslau’s Kational Banking 
V. Bank Monopoly. He is concerned at the fluctuation in value of coin 
as a medium of exchange, and, from the magnitude of clearing-house 
business, urges that credit is an indispensable condition of exchange 
wherever division of labour occurs. The indirect credit which constitute* 
banking is well known to be the only condition on which the bulk of our 
trade can be carried on; but the author is anxious that, while coin 
represents labour done, a working man should similarly represent labour 
to be done, so that his labour should become a medium o£ exchange. There 
is nothing novel in this proposal la soi far as drawing bills on labour is 
concerned the novelty is in the proposal to allow promises to use muscular 
power equivalent to a value in gold to circulate as a medium of exchange. 
To attaiu this end the author would establish free banking—in other words, 
• ^tf^TheltJnemployed Problem Solved." By A. icgmont Hake. London: Hatohards. 
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leave the banks free to issue notes on the Scotch system which existed 
before 1644. It is urged that the banker must select his customers from 
such producers as carry on business at a profit, and Mr. McLeod has 
urged that the influence of the free issue of notes in this way may bo 
compared to the fertilising effects of the.watera of the Nile, because it 
is contended that in case of failure with a deposit bank it is the public 
who suffer, while under the author’s proposal the bank would suffer. 
The weak points in this scheme are too manifest to require argument; but 
that ti time may come with better education, when trades unions may take 
upon themselves the business of banking in relation to labour, and nego~ 
tiate bills of credit for their members, would, perhaps, be a less chimerical 
anticipation. 


HISTOEY AND BIOGEAPHY. " 

Mb. Conhell describes his little book on The Irish Union^ as “a 
popular treatise on the leading features of Irish political history for the 
last two hundred years,” and says it was written for the enlightenment 
of those persons, especially thoughtful men among the working classes, 
who are conscious of their ignorance of Irish history.” They must be 
very ignorant whom this jejune trifle enlightens on Irish history. It is a 
rather wearisome argument against the grant of Home Buie to Ireland, 
wherein some meagre and vague references are made to a few political 
events in Ireland. With its politics we have no concern: our function is 
to consider its worth as a popular' historical treatise; but if its political 
value be no greater than its historical value, then the book is good paper 
spoiled. It does not merit a detailed examination of its faults and 
failurea We do not stay to point out the various errors due to careless¬ 
ness, such as that Foyning’s Act was passed in 1495, instead of 1494, and 
that the Irish Parliament was abolished in 1801, though most “ thoughtful 
men among the working classes ” know that it was abolished in 1800, and 
the Union dates from January 1,1801. We confine our observations to 
one representative instance of Mr. Connell’s mc^d of writing ** a popular 
treatise on the leading features of Irish political history.” Every one 
will agree that amongst the foremost of such ” features ” must rank the 
parliamentary events in Ireland in 1782. Mr. Connell dismisses them in 
this crude sentence: In 1782 the Irish Parliament was declared inde¬ 
pendent by thb modification of Poyning’s Act, and the repeal of Act 
6, George I.” What does the gentleman mean by ” Act 6, George I.” ? 
Does he think these was only one Act passed in the sixth year of George 
Ip Why did he not inquire, and then give the information, which hie 
could easily We obtained, that it was 6 George I. cap. 6. But were 
they English or Irish Acts? How was Poyning’s Act modified ? and 
why was the George 1. chp. 5 repealed ? The making of the Fstlia- 
ment independMt of English control (and the 'change actually made 

^ The Irish Union: Before and After.” By A. K. Connell, M.A. London: Cassell 
A Co. 1888. 
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the Parliamo'nt independent, and was not confined, as Mr. Connell seems 
to think, to a niere declaration) was of sufficient importance to warrant 
the giving of some information concerning it in “ a popular treatise on 
“ Irish political history.” How, why, and by whom was it done ? Mr. 
Connell does not say. Does he know ? We doubt it,. The book is void 
of historical merit. 

In a comprehensive picture of Celtic Heathendom, Professor Ebys,® to 
the surprise, as ho tells us in his modest preface, of his English friends, 
has found material not only sufficient for six lectures of an hour’s length 
each, such as would satisfy the requirements of the Hibbert trust, but for 
a bulky volume not to be read in twice the time. Under such heads as 
the “ Uaulish Pantheon,” “ The Zeus of the Insular Celts,”, “ The 
Culture Hero,” and the like, among learned theories, arguments, and 
inferences, the uninitiated might not expect to find a quantity of light 
reading and a number of racy stories; but such, in this case, is the fact. 
One example will do as well as another. It is taken from Irish legend, 
and tells bow that “ No Inpdog had come into the land of Erinn, and the 
Britons commanded that no lapdog should be given to a Gael on solicita¬ 
tion, or by,j^free^ will, for gratitude or friendship. Now at this time the 
law among the’ Britons was, Every criminal fur hus crime, such as breaks 
the law. There was a beautiful lapdog in the possession of a friend of 
Cairbre Muse, in Britain, and Cairbre got it froin hijn thus. Once as 
Cairbre went to bis house, ho was made welcome to everything save the 
lapdog. Cairbre ’Muse had a wonderful skene, around the haft whereof 
was adornment of silver and gold. It was a precious jewel. Cairbre put 
much grease about it, and rubbed fat meat to its haft, and afterwards 
left it before tho dog till morning. The lapdog began and contiuued to 
gnaw tho baft till morning, and hurt the knife so that it was not beautiful. 
On the morrow, Caibre made great complaint of this, and was sorry for 
it, and demanded justice for it of his friend, * This is fair, indeed ; I 
will pay for the trespass,’ said he. ‘ 1 will not take aught,’ says Cairbre, 
* save what is in the law of Britain, namely, Every animalfor his crime* The 
lapdog was therefore given to Cairbre.” And the lapdeg being then with 
young,'and afterwards littering, “in this wise descends every.lapdog in 
Ireland still.” 

Bibliographers and historians will value the two ponderous volumes on 
the Clinton-Cornwallis controversy,® which have just been publiabed by 
Mr. B. F. Stevens, who has collated and edited them, lie has done 
his work- w'ondrously well. The volumes arc a marvel of painstaking 
labour, and the biographical notices in tiie copious index are worthy of 
especial praise. The historian now has, for the first time, the complete 
materials for determining the right direction of the blame for the 
catastrophe which terminated the disastrous campaign in Virginia in 
1781. Tlie origin of tho controversy was on this wise. Sir Henry 
Clinton, who was made Commander-in-Chief of the British forces in 
America in May 1778, concentrated, bis forces at New, York, and con¬ 
fined bis military operaiioos to predatory expeditions, which,, though 
successful, were indecisive. .Lord Cornwallis-, the second in command, 
was dissatisfied with this desidbory warfare, and urged his views so 

® " 1.’he Hibbert Lectures, 1886, Lectures on the Origin Md Growth of Religion, 
asittastmtedIqrOeltic Heathendom.” By Jobs Rhys. London: Williams dt Npr* 
gate, 1098. 

* CJtstoatt-CorfiwaUis Controversy growing emt of the CSamptdgn in Viiginia, 1781.” 

S'. .Stevens. Two vols. London. 1888. 
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strongly that in 1780 Clinton was goaded into consenting to an invasion 
of the Southern Colonies. Charleston was taken, and then Clinton 
returned to New York, leaving Cornwallis in eoinniand of the invading 
forces. The next year Cornwallis marched northward into Virginia, 
planning for Clinton to emerge from the,New York lines and meet him 
on tho Chesapeake, with strength enough to enable them together to 
subdue the State. Clinton sent only n detachment, with which Corn¬ 
wallis effected a junction, but, being still too weak to attempt anything 
of importance, he sat down in Yorktown, and prayed Clinton to come to 
his assistance, for Washington had quickly invested the place. Clinton 
waited, pondering the matter in secret, and finally concluding to do 
something, he set out from Now York with 7000 men to relieve Corn¬ 
wallis ou October 19, 1781, and on that day Cornwallis surrendered 
himself, his army, and Yorktown, to Oeneral Wasliington. Mine illtr. 
lackrymcB I Had tho campaign been suecessfulj the commanders would 
probably have squabbled over the rewards, and both claimed tlio glory of 
success ; as it was a moan and miserable failure, tliey both energetically 
disclaimed responsibility for the campaign and its result, and each with 
venomous passiou violently cast the blame on tho other. As their 
swords could not save their reputations, they betook themselves to their 
pens for the purpose, and poured out their bitterness in a series of 
rancorous Narratives, Answers, Vindications, and Observ.ations, only a 
little less mean and miserable than their military fiasco. The whole 
controversy is contained in these two volumes, which are peculiarly 
valuable, because they contain many iin])ortant and hitherto unpublished 
manuscript notes, made by 8ir Henry Clinton in copies of the pamphlets 
and in other books. The controversy seems to us to prove that, if 
Clinton was weak of purpose, hesitating, too plilegmatic, and dilatory, 
Cornwallis was too sanguine, rash, and hasty. Cliuton sought safety, 
Cornwallis sought success. The opinion of the time leaned to tlie side 
of Cornwallis, who in 1786 was apjiointed Governor-General of India, 
in 1798 was made Lord Lieutenant of Ireland, and in 1805 (just before 
his death) was appointed for tho second time tho Govewior-General of 
India. Clinton got nothing till 1794, when he had to be content with 
the Governorship of Gibraltar. TIjc general reader w'ill probably say the 
controversy is of little interest to Inm, and will disimss the whole 
matter with tho not mistaken opinion that tho commanders were part¬ 
ners in a losing game wherein both held bad cards, both had bad tempers, 
neither played up to the other, and, when the rubber was lost,, flung the 
cards in each other’s face. But the historian will perceive in these 
volumes mattpr which constitute a priceless contribution to the history 
of the American War in 1781. 

Lieut.-General Showers’ book, entitled “ A Missing Chapter of the 
Indian Mutiny,”^ is an account of the author’s service as Politipal 
Besident at the Meywar States during the period of the Indian Mutiny. 
It has been a “ missing ” chapter of the history of that'calamitous mutiny, 
because the official reports of the Besident, which were forwarded to the 
then agent, Gh}vemor-General the late Sir (^orge Lawrence, were loi|t in 
some unaccountable manner, and were, therefore, not included in, the 
Blue Book pilesented to Parliament. Copies of those reports have 
recently been found, together with some original letters written , by 

* “A Hissing Chapter of the Indian Mutiny.” • By Llout.-General C. L. Showers. 
London: Longmans & Co. 1888. 
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Lawrence. General Showers has performed a public duty in publishing 
this personal vindication. It was fortunate for Lawrence that the 
originals were missing, for he must have suffered in public esteem, if not 
from military condemnation, if documents such as those now published 
had -been presented to Parliament. It is curious that their loss was 
never explained. It is unfortunate that the copies were not found 
before Lawrence died. He might have cleared bis name from a grave 
suspicion of at least carelessness concerning documents which affected 
his good name, and by the loss of which he gained an advantage. General 
Showers appears to have had but scant justice—nay, scarcely justice— 
accorded to him in the apportionment of credit for the preservation of 
the allegiance to the English cause of the Maharana of Oodeypore, and 
the consequent maintenance of the English suzerainty over the Meywar 
States of JSajpdt&na during the Indian Mutiny, which it is now demon¬ 
strated was mainly duo to the prescience and ready judgment of Lieut.- 
General, then Captain, C. L. Showers. The book is written in a well- 
restrained manner, but with a bright, clear, soldierly directness. It is 
interesting to the general reader, and invaluable to any future historian 
of tlie Indian Mutiny. 

There is room for a short sketch of the history of Eussia.® There are 
one or two large and important histories of that empire in English, but 
the need of a brief summary of these histories has been long felt and 
often expressed. Mr. Shearwood has supplied tliat need iu a cheap 
little book, which succinctly affords all the information upon the subject 
that most folk require to know. It is carefully and interestingly 
written. 

Mons. G. Eothan in his last work, “ La Prusse et son Eoi,”® has 
left his customary field of literary labour, wherein he has- devoted himself 
to the sorrowful task of tracing from their origin the causes of the French 
diplomatic mishaps in 1866, and of their military disasters in 1870. In 
1853, and during the period of the Crimean War, he was the second 
secretary of the French Legation at Berlin, and he now tells the story of 
Prussia’s disgraceful diplomacy during that war. By permitting over 
thirty years to elapse between the events of which he has written and the 
writing of thiun, he has enabled himself to discover in the reflected light 
of later years the importance of many things which at the time seemed 
of little interest. The book is written iu so lively a manner, and con¬ 
tains so many diverting passages, that the reader’s attention never flags. 
The dolorous spectacle of Frederick William IV. at loggeilieads with the 
many parties in his own kingdom, and irresolutely wavering in a dubious 
neutrality towards the contesting Powers, is painted in vivid colours. 
Weak, cowardly, and deceitful, the king scarcely troubled to inquire if 
his words harmonized with his deeds. Impatient and irresolute he 
angered and deceived everybody, including himself. A discussion with 
him led to nothing. “ II dcoute Tobjection qu’on lui fait, en a I’air frappd, 
dit quelques mots d*ap|>robation; puis, reprend son dIscours qui n’est 
qu’un long monologue avec lui-m5me et aemble ignorer qu'on nd soit pas de 
son avis;” M. de Bismarck had a poor opinion of his king, and. asserted 
it in his peculiar fashion. Wl^h it was suggested that'Prussia should 
plunge ifl^ the conflict “ h spolter ses voisins,^* he replied, ** il seralt lo 

• “A BhSory ot Bussia.” By J. A. Shearwood. Iiondon: Beeves & Turner.^ 
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premier a conseiller & eoa pays la politique d'a^i^randissement, iil avait 
un autre eouverain, mais celui>ci ferait comme en 1849, il laisserait 4chap> 
per tout ce qu’on lui mettrait dans les mains.” Of Bismarck, who was 
then Prussian Minister at Frankfort, M. Botlmn has much to say, aud 
if sometimes he writes a little bitterly of the “ intolerant man,” he is 
not sparing in his admiration of him of whom Victor Cherbuliez said, 

*' Jamais homme n’a plus 4cout6 la raison, nl plus cede mix passions.’* 
It is amusing to observe how often M. Kotlian turns a.'iide to extol the 
courtesy and grace of the French diplomatists, whilst ho shudders at the 
recollection of the rudeness of the English. “ L’Angloterre n’y allait 
pas de main morte; elie prenait le roi et sou gouveniemeut brutalement 
a partie, sans tenir compte do Icurs susceptibilitus.” One example is 
worthy of repetition here. The English Ambassador, Lord Bloomfield, 
complaining to the Prussian Minister, M. de Miinteuffcl, of the Prussian 
tendency to favour Bussia, said, “Votre politique cond uira la Prusse 
iiifallibleraent a un complet isolement en Kuropo.” MWiSSSSlsjTilied, 

“ Nous ne sommes pas aussi isol^s que vous le croyez.” ” Vous avez 
raison,” said Bloomfield, '*foMiais que vous ctiez les satellites des Busses.” 
Tet, to England’s energetic disregard of his susceptibilities, Frederick 
William was indebted for the eclat wiiiclf he gained by bringing about 
the peace. England bluntly asserted site would no longer endure bis 
tergiversations. He must declare for the Allies, or she wmuld blockade 
Prussia in the Baltic, and teach her a lesson she would never forget. 
The king w'as electrified into action, wrote his memorable letter to the 
Emperor Alexander, aud ordered his A.mba3sador to withdraw from St. 
Petersburg if Bussia rejected the preliminaries of peace formulated by 
Austria. Alexander made this letter a pretext for accepting those cou- 
ditioMS, and Prussia’s timid king by this one act of terrified vigour 
rehabilitated his country iu the eyes of Europe. M. Benan has truly 
said, ” L’histoire est tout le contraire do la vertu recompense•).” The 
laws of history are often impenetrable, and the reader of M. Bothan’s 
work will close it with the opinion that Prussia’s career is a striking 
proof that the faults which ought to destroy States do surprisingly turn 
to their advantage, and are even found to be the starting points of their 
future grandeur. 

In the writing of personal reminiscences, the French excel the English. 
They write with so much verve, with such gaiety of spirit and daintiness 
of touch, that the brightest of our English autobiographies seem heavy 
and too severely solid when compared with French “ souvenirs.” A most 
admirable example of the best French ” souvenirs,” is to be found in the 
four volumes of “Soixante Ans de Souvenirs,”^ by Ernest Legouv^. 
Legonv6 is a name welLknown in French literature, and was so in the 
year 1813, when Ernest Legouvd, a child but six years old, wenk with 
his grandparents to L’Academic to listen to the eulogies passed upon bis 
father by M. Alexandre Duval, who had succeeded him as member of 
the Academy. From that day, the son’s fixed purpose was to emulate 
the success of his father in literature, and it is with a pardonable pride 
that he dwells upon the faithful copy of his father’s career, that his has 
been, “ II 4tiiit ni)sn)bre de 1’Academic, je le suis. 11 4tait professeur 
au Oclloge de France, je Pai 4t4. II a eu des sacc4a eclatauts au 

Th4&tre<Fran9ais, j’y al 4t4 applandi.” But nothing that the author of 

. » 

’ " Soixante Ans de Souvenirs,” Par Ernest L^uve. Four vqIs. Paris: J, Hetsd 
etOie. 186& 
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“ M4d4e,” and of “ Xoa nileg et nos Fils,” has written equals in beauty 
of language and charm of stylo these moat enchanting volumes. They 
constitute a great prose epic, in which the writer has immortalized his 
life, his genius, and his friends. Yes, his friends owe him a great debt 
of gratitude, the living and the descendants of the departed dead, for ho 
has given all of whom he has written another life in enduring form, with 
all the graceful appearance that genius could supply, and with all the 
exactitude that’ truth and generosity permitted. The work is something 
more than an autobiography; it is a history—a picturesque history of 
eminent persons who have lived in the years from 1813 to 1876. It is 
in 1876 that the work ceases. We sincerely trust that the “ souvenirs ” 
of the later years, which wo are told are being written, will be published. 
31. Legouve gives no promise to publish thorn. The prospect of their 
publication w'ould in itself make life worth living in order to read them, 
that the pleasure might be renewed which we have had in reading the 
“ Soixanlo Ans de Souvenirs.” 

In his “ Trente Ans de Paris M. Alphonse Daudet chats,in his usual 
pleasant, easy style, of himself and his acquaintances, ranging over a period 
which commences, at the ago of sixteen, with his journey to Paris from his 
parental home in the far south, in a third-class carriage, in light summer 
clothes, although it was winter, and starving for forty-eight hours rather 
than break in on his precious fortune of forty sous. How bis brother, a 
few years older than himself, met him and took care of him, and how they 
both lived on his brother’s salary of seventy-five francs a month ; what 
hope and despair he experienced, and what adventures ho met with in hia 
early endeavours to establish himself as a wTiter, are briefly touched on 
with a graceful mixture of humour and pathos, lie has a great deal that 
is interesting to tell us of the flimous men ho has at one time or other 
been intimate witli. Several of them were student friends, and, like 
himself, endeavouring to cut their way to fame and fortune with pen or 
brush. Gambctta and Eochefort were among the number. For Jtoche- 
fort he appears to have at once conceived a high admiration, if not affec¬ 
tion, and he devotes a whole long cimpter to reminiscences of his early 
friend. Tourgoiiicfl’ wi)om he met at a later period, is similarly honoured. 
These brief, sketchy memoirs cannot fail to bo appreciated by all who 
mixed in Parisian literary circles under the second Empire. They are 
fascinating even to us who know the actors in those times only by name. 
All who have laughed over his inimitable “ Tartarin do Tarascon will 
be pleased to read the author’s “ history ” of that and several of his 
other bocks, which he gives in the present volume at considerable length. 
We must not omit to mention the illustrations—a vast number of 
little photo-engraved vignettes—some very spirited, some deliciously 
delicate. 

Yet another book about Shelley! ® This time it is a monograph, by 
3Ir. H. S. Salt, who tells us ho has writteu it “ with the desire of exhik't- 
ing the opinions and actions of the poet as they appear to a sympathetic 
observer.” He would have more accurately described himself if he had 
written instead of “ a sympathetic observer,” the words “ an indiscreet 
and uncompromising devotee.” Ho has not hesitated to exemplify nli 
old and well-known adage, and has rnshed in with blustering adulation 

Xrente Ans de Paris: ^ travers ma vie et mes livres.” Par Alphonse Baudot 
Il)*'Stpi par Bieler, Montegn*., Myrbaoh, Picard et Bossl. Paris: Marpon et Flam- 
marion. ^^888- 

**fSlte 7 :^)rs 8 beShelley.'’ ByH. S.Salt. London: SwanSoQnenscliein&Go. 1888. 
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where others liave feared to tread. Other writers about Shelley havo 
justly found something to bo blamed or excused iu the life of the poet, 
and have discreetly sought to veil the offensive matter rather than grub 
amongst it with gross minds and grunts of satis faction. Mr. Salt has 
taken the latter course. He daringly calls for the public praise cf that 
which the moderately pure mind of the public has hitherto, because it 
possessed some purity, unhesitatingly condemned. lie demands that 
Shelley shall be judged “ by his own standard of morality, and not by 
that which it was his special object.to discredit and overthrow.” Mr. 
Salt leaves the reader in no doubt as to what he thinks, or what he 
wishes the reader to think, was Shelley’s “ standard of morality.” Ho 
says Shelley “ belonged to that not inconsiderable class of social heretics 
who see iu the marriage bond nothing mure than a conventional iustitu- 
tion, devoid alike of moral sanctity and true utility.” And wo arp 
asked to believe that the “ special object ” of the poet, his “ sacred and 
indispensable mission,” was to discredit orthodox morality and overthrow 
the “ephemeral custom” of marriage, and to believe that when “the 
next period of social and moral evolution ” has been reached, Shelley will 
bo glorified and adored in respect of those incidents iu his life, and those 
passages in his works, which in these days are blamed or passed by in 
silence. There is a lot of rubbish of that sort in the book, the splutter- 
ings of a rather clever but immature and ill-regulated mind. It is difficult 
to determine whether the work is the result of a coarse, fanatical zeal for 
the worship of an idol which the writer, least of all men, understands, or 
whether it is an impudent endeavour to gain the notoriety of a social 
iconoclast amongst “ social heretics ” with immoral tendencies and 
depraved desires. 

The author of “Eomische Schleiidertago ” is of opinion that a mau 
must havo peculiar courage to write anything "^'out the Imperial city, 
and disclaims the intention of contributing anything new', or suggesting 
any new point of view on the subject of llorac. The book i& mainly a 
rhapsodical record of the pleasant days which Herr Allmers once spent 
in Kerne, but some of his poems are interspersed through the volume. 
Amongst them wo find one entitled, “ Beim Sterbonden Fechter.” It 
consists of two stanzas, and the second is as follows :— 

“ Er sicht nicht fnclir des Circus wilden Kainpf 
. Er hort nicht mehr der Meuge Beiftills briilJeh 

Still schaufc sein brcchend’ Aug ’ anf seine Wandc— 

Wie jiih sio klafl’t nnd wie cs quilit and quillt 
Das war me Blut, so voll, so purpur roth .f 
Audi an die Ilciuiath, an die fernen Lieben 
An’s ti'cne Weib, an soinen priiclit’gen Jungen 
Dcnkt er voll Weh mit naclit uiuflortem Sinn^— 

Eino Minute noch—dor Arm liisst nach— 

Er ist vorbei! Scblaffi sinkt der Lieb zur Erde 
Und heiqiwarts tliegt der Geist. Wolil dir, da Armor 1 
Dass ist voriiber! Schando dir, 0 Horn ! ” 

It is hard to read the above lines without suspecting that the poet was 
more indebted to his recollection of “ Childe Harold ” than to his own 
imagination. The volume is well printed, and, after making allowances 
for the extravagant language in which Kome is referred to, many readers 
may enjoy the book. 

'* Romische Schlendortage.” Von Hermann AUmers. Oldenbnig and Leipzig; 
A. Schwartz. 18§8. 
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BELLES LET^RES. 

“ Poems,”* by Stopford A.Brooke-, are Wf^yartlj-reading. They express 
the sentiments and emotions of a refined and ci'iTbivated nature, and they 
express them in clear and melodious verse, No painful effort is needed 
to unravel obscurities of styUs or to perceive the drift of vague or misty 
sentiment, but each poem is the embodiment of a distinct thought, or 
conveys a clear imago of some distinct event or person. Moreover, in 
spite of a vein of melancholy, the poet ibr the most part indulges a 
“ genial mood,” and wo arc happily excused from a needless familiarity 
with whatsoever things are repulsive, and whatsoever things are of ill 
report. The longest poem, '' Six Bays,” is the record of a lover’s holiday 
in an enchanted country of woodland and moorland, of mountain and sea, 
the different aspects of which suggest a poem for each day. Both narrative 
and songs are full of beauty, and the whole poem should give delight, but 
wo cannot escape from the conclusion that the inspiration is not of the 
Muse hcrselfjbut of great contemporaries. Take the following lines :— 

*■ She went alone, and near a rocky stream 
That through twelve silver birches, fluttering gold. 

Ran tawny-topaz, fonnd the solitude 
T’hat lover.s long desire.” 

Or again :— 

“ She sang that night. Musician to the tips 
Of her fine fingers, ami interpreting , ’ 

With reverence her mnsic, she was touched 
From note to note with momentary moods 
Of her own nature, so that he. that heard, 

Not only loved the music, but her heart.” 

Or take the following:— 

*' But I. who knew the old man would delay 
Among his ferneries a long-spun hour, 

Ami claim his daughter for himself alone, 

Kan np the mountain’s side and climbed along 
A flanking dyke, which ruse aslant and steep, 

Ridged like a dragon’s back with rocky horns.” 

The lines are excellent .lines, but to all intents and purposes they are 
Lord Tennyson’s and not Mr- Stopford Brooke’s. Jn the shorter pieces, 
however, many of which are full of quaint and tender fancies, there is a 
strain of original verse. Of these we read with especial pleasure, “The 
Jungfrau’s Cry,” “Stockhorn and the Valley,” “Memory,” and “A 
Quiet Stream.” Perhaps in “ Endymion ” and “ llylas ”—where, however, 
there are reminiscences of Matthew Arnold—^Ir. Brooke reaches his 
highest level No apology is needed for the publication of so charming a 
collection of poems, but while they prove the author to he the happy 
possessor of a poetical imagination and a refined literary taste, they will 
hardly exclude him from the assembly of those who are almost poets. 

Three essays by Bean Church, on Bante,® Wordsworth, and Mr. 

‘ “Pqema,” By Stopford A. Brooke. London & New York: Macmillan & Ca 1888. 

** " Di^tc, and other Essays.’* By R W. Church, Dean of St. Paul's, London and 
New Itork ; Macmillan fk Oo. "'MS. 
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Browning’s “ Sordello,” of articles which are well known 

and justly valued for theilf;(^ii^y of appreciation, for their sympathy 
and their insight. The style a^ tone of«the essays remind us not a 
little of the poetical stories 0 §^t. Aubrey de Vere, which we noticed 
in the June number qf Bisvibw. In the long 

and interesting study ^ Banto we were especially struck with the 
Deanes claim for the “ Commedia ” as the first of a long series of con¬ 
fessions or self-revelations in which poets have manifested to the world 
the w.orking of their own souls, and so raised tlie world to their own 
level. “ It is - common enough now,” he says, “ for the poet, in the 
faith of human sympathy, and in the sense of the unexhausted vastness 
of his mysterious subject, to believe that his fellows will not see without 

interest and profit glimpses of his own path’ and fortunes.But 

it was a new path then; and he needed to be, and was, a hold man, who 
first opened it—a path never trod without peril, usually with loss or 
failure.” The essay on “ Sordello ” is of the nature of a keyj and will ho 
of value alike to the faithful and the curious. 

“ The Land of Gold, and other Poems,” ® by Mr. George E. Sims, 
treats as usual of sensational incident in the lives of the poor and 
suffering. His verse is spirited and rhythmicsal, and the appeal to our 
sympathies, however much we may be incliued to resist at first, in the 
end invariably-'succeeda. liVe come to mock and wo remain to gulp. 
Perhaps “ The Parson’s Eight ” harassed our feelings most satisfactorily, 
while “ An Old Actor’s Story ” goes almost too far in the direction of 
the improbable. Mr. Sims should keep to the rules and fight fair, and 
he may continue to make us all cry for years'to come'. 

“ Itoygarth’s Gladys, and other Poems,” * by James Saunders, unites 
considerable ingenuity of -fancy with some facility of expression. A 
variety of subjects, treated in widely divergent styles, leads us to 
suspect that the writer possesses literary interests rather than literary 
skill, and that he has yet to learn the limits of his own powers. But 
here and there, as in “ The Doctor and the Child ” aiid^ “ Pruo’s 
Escape,” the author succeeds in striking a note that is neither borrowed 
from other tunes nor is unplcasing in itself. , 

“ A Companion to * In Memoriam,’ ” ® by Elizabeth Bachel Chap niflU, 
is a prose version or analysis of .the Laureate’s great elegy. If itMm 
well to compose such a work at all, the little work deserves favourable 
notice. But is it well ? The picture of a dull .but painstaking reader, 
baffled by Lord Tennyson’s obscurer Muse, and having recour^ to Miss 
Chapman’s “ Companion” by way of a “crib,” is just a little ludicrous. 
Indeed, we question if the poet’s diviner message can ever be conveyed 
by means of an interpreter. “ He that hath ears to hear, let him hear.” 

We can do no more than acknowledge “ Poems of the Plains,” ® by 
Thomas Brewer Peacock; and “ Selection from the Prose of Seneca,” ^ 
edited by Walter Clode. 

* “The Land ot Qold, and other Poems.” By George B. Sims. Tjondon: S. P. 
Fuller. 1888. 

« « Baygarth’s Gladys, and other Poems.” By James Saunders. London: Thomas 
Laurie. 1888. 

* “ACompanion to 'In Memoriam.'” By Elizabeth Baohel.Chapman. London 
and Mew York: Macmillan & Go. 1688. 

* " Poems of the nalns.’' By Thomas Brewer Peacock, ' New York and London: 
G. P. Putnam’s Sons> 1888. 

r "The Morals of Seneca: a Selection of-his Prose.” Edited by Walter Clode. 
London: Walter Scott. 18S8. 
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We have much pleasure in acknowledging Mr. Ainger’s edition of 
“The Letters of Charles Lamb.”® The editor has done his work ad¬ 
mirably. His is certainly the best edition of these most interesting 
letters that has hitherto been published. Not only is the series brought 
nearer to completeness by the addition of many important letters now 
printed for the first time, but great pains have been taken to ascertain, 
approximatively at least, the date at which each letter was written—^a 
matter of considerable difficulty, owing to Lamb’s inveterate habit of 
leaving his letters undated. As arranged jby Mr. Ainger, the letters, as 
the Introduction truly asserts, form, when read consecutively, an almost 
complete biography. They begin with the letters to Coleridge, the first 
of which is dated May 1796, when Lamb was but one-and-twenty, and 
are continued to within a few days of his death, the last letter—to 
Mrs. Dyer—^bearing the date of December 22,1B34. The explanatory 
notes, at the end of the second volume, are just what they should be— 
sufficiently full without being lengthy. 

The last volume which has reached us of Messrs. Vizetelly’s excellent 
“ Mermaid Series” ? contains the four comedies which constitute the whole 
The&trp of Wycherley; “ Love in a Wood ; or, St. James’s Park ; ” “ The 
Gentleman Dancing Master ; ” “ The Country Wife; ” and “ The Plain 
Dealer.” The Introduction, by Mr. W. C. Ward, is an admirable piece 
of criticism—just without severity, and appreciative without undue 
laudation. So much cannot be said for Macaulay’s critical and bio¬ 
graphical notice of Wycherley, which immediately precedes the plays. 
Ifj^ tone is rigid, .'ind even puritanical; there is no light and sliade, no 
discrimination. It is not^ so much criticism as denunciation. If 
Wycherley, as a man, had been what Lord Macaulay paints him, he 
would hardly have enjoyed the esteem and lifelong friendship of Dryden 
and Pope; and if his merit as a dramatist was so Inconsiderable, he was 
scarcely worth criticizing. The truth is, that Macaulay was by no 
means exempt from the Tartufferie Anglaise, and Wycherley’s freedom 
of speech and laxity of morals in the relations of the sexes were such an 
efience to him that he became unjust and bitter. Perhaps the truest 
view of the light-hearted profligacy of the Epstoration dramatists was 
that taken by Charles Lamb. lie says somewhere that they were not so 
much mmoral as nonmoTal ; that theirs was a fictive and unreal world in 
which virtue and vice had no place. 

The volume of “ Miscellaneous Essays,” which has been sent tons 
for review, is the first of a series, to be published in monthly instalments, 
containing the collected miscellaneous writing of the Very Eev. the 
Dean of St. Paul’s. The opening volume consists of “The Essays 
of Montaigne,” “Brittany,” “ Cassiodorus,” “Tho Letters of- Pope 
Gregory I.,” and “The Early Ottomans.” The essays, as might be 
anticipated, are marked by much literary ability, and give evidence of 
considerable research. Some of them have, perhaps, for secular-minded 
readers, rather too much of an ecclesiastical turn of thought, and some— 
notably, the essay on “Brittany,” written in 1846—pay be a little out 
of date. Great changes have taken place in the manners of the Breton 

* “ The Letters of Charles Lamb.” Newly arranged, with additions. Edited, with 
Inteodcctloh and Notes, bv Alfred Atagef. London: Macmillan & Co. 1888. 

" "I'hc; Mermaid Series.” Edited by Bavdoeik. EUis. “WUliam Wycherley.” 
Edi^edfS^tb.taii Intr<Mluction and Notes, by W. 0. Ward. London: Vizetelly. 1888. 

“iBsc^taneoas Essays," By R W. jOhnroh, Doan of St. Paul's. London; 
Macmiliaii A Co. ISSA « '< 
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peasantry in the course df the last forty years; they are becoming 
JrandtSa, and a “Breton bretonnant” is now a comparative rarity. 
The ancient language is falling into disuse, and many of the old national 
sentiments, beliefs, and customs are dying out with it. But neither of 
these objebtions can be urged against the essay on Montaigne—a purely 
literary essay, rnrhere VactmlitS has no part, and where religious bias is 
not prominently displayed. It seems to us, in all respects, an admirable 
piece of wbrk. The essay on “ The Early Ottomans ” is, however, to our 
mind,' the most interesting in the volume; it throws light on a some¬ 
what obscure corner of history. The picture given by Dean Church of 
the feeble yet pretentious Emperors of the Bast, in the dark inglorious 
days which preceded the fall of the Empire, recalls to us a very similar 
picture in a curious old Spanish book, which we chanced to read many 
years ago; it was entitled, “ Q-uerras de Gatalanes y Arragoneses contra 
Turcos y Griegos.” We know not whether a copy of it is still pro¬ 
curable. 

Mr. Hardy’s “Wessex Talcshave the fine quality, the piquancy, 
and above all the undefinable personal charm, that characterize all his , 
writings. Ills stories have an atmosphere of their own; they transport 
you into a world removed alike from the weary work-a-day world we 
Jive in, and from the conventional .world of fiction. It is a world homely, 
and rugged, but never commonplace ; intensely real, yet highly idyllic 
and poetical. For readers whose ideal of entertaining fiction is a graphic 
representation of the society they themselves frequent, Mr. Hardy's 
novels have probably little charm; but to' those who care for vivid 
pictures of rustic life, and the powerful presentation of unfamiliar types 
of humanity, few oontemporary romance writers are so fascinating as the 
author of “ The Woodlanders.” 

We do not think chat the reputation of the late Captain Maync Beid 
as a novelist is likely to receive additional lustre from the posthumous 
publication of “The Child Wife.”^* It deals with a totally different 
class of subjects from those previously treated by him, and it does not 
deal with them skilfully, fairly, or pleasantly. We are accustomed to 
receive from his pen stirring tales of adventure in the prairies, sensational 
combats with Indians or Spanish Creoles, hair-breadth escapes, and im¬ 
possible rides on untamed “ mustangs.” But now he reveals himself as 
the stem, fanatical revolutionist, the ardent and aggressively militant 
Bepublican. His hero would be, like “ Brutus ” (one of Mr. Toole’s 
<;arly impersonations), “ the terror of kings,” but that all his plots end 
in smoke, and be himself ends by marrying the daughter and Heiress of a 
rich English country gentleman. There is absolutely nothing to remind 
one of the Mayne Beid of old, except the slapdash inaccuracy of his 
style, his unmeasured boldness of statement, and his light-hearted con¬ 
fidence in describing things with which he has but a distant acqaaintauce. 
As, for instance, when, in depicting English country-house life, he makes 
pheasant-shooting precede partridge-shooting, and represents fox-hunting 
as in full swing at the beginning of October. 

“ Feccavi ” is a very readable novel; decidedly above the average in 

» “ Wessex Tales; Stnnge, Lively, anti Commonplace.’* By Thomas Hardy, 
Anthorof “The Woodlanders,”'&o; In two vols. London: MacmiUan &Co. 18M. 

u “ The Child Wife.” By late Captain Mayne lleid. lK>ndon: Swan Sonnen- 
eohein & Co. 1W8'. - 

“PeooavL” A HoyeL By BmilyF. D. Osborn. 'Xiondon: Swan 'Sonnenscheia 
arCo. 1888 . ■ " 
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literary style, and not below it in imprest of plot or delineation of cba- 
racter. Both the hero and heroine, if such terms maybe applied to young 
persons by no means heroic, make ill-considered and disastrous marriages, 
and have, though from different causes, ample reason to cry “ Peccavi.” 
The one is rescued from the degradation and misery into which his own 
rashness and weakness hud plunged him, by the unexpected, and, we must 
add, improbable, relenting of a crabbed old uncle; but the heroine pays 
for her headstrong infatuation with her life. 

“ The Fat of the Land is a difficult book to review justly. It has 
great defects which cannot be passed over, and yet, on the whole, it is a 
book of considerable merit. It is by no means well written—in the 
narrative portions especially, for many of the conversations are excellent; 
and then it is much too long. Kot only is it needlessly diffuse and circum¬ 
stantial, but there arc constant digressions, which, if not actually irrele¬ 
vant, do little or‘nothing to advance the story. And yet in these erratic 
passages some of the best things in the book are to be found. For instance, 
there is an anecdote of the late Duke of’Wellington, which, if it be not 
true^ is assuredly' tromto. An inventor had brought the Duke a model 
of a wonderful cinder-sifting machine, and, after shortly explaining its 
working, begged him to patronize the invention. The Duke’s answer 
I was: “I’ll take one of jour machines, because you’ve had the sense to 
show me the model, instead of bothering me with long-winded talk; but 
I beg you to observe that, if ever the thing is to be of tho slightest use 
to me, J must use it myself" Several of the characters are evidently 
drawn from tho life, and are very amusing; indeed, tho picture of the 
Hon. Colonel Leppell and his family is sufficient of itself to raise the 
book above mediocrity. Cathedral society is amusiflgly satirized too— 
evidently the author knows it well. And besides all this, the general 
tone of thought is marked with sound sense and good feeling. 

In “ Herr Paulus ” Mr. Besant introduces us into the world of 
mesmerists, spiritualists, esoteric Buddhists, theosophists, et lioc genus 
omne. He demonstrates clearly that tho sole germ of truth contained in 
the vast mass of imposture lies in mesmerism, which is a solid fact, whoso 
importance has not yet been sufficiently investigated. “ Herr Paulus ” is 
an impostor of no common type. He is a young American of extra¬ 
ordinary quickness of perception, highly nervous and imaginative tem¬ 
perament, and —ce qtti ne gdte rien —of almost superhuman personal 
beauty. He strikes out a new line for himself; he derives his inspira¬ 
tion, not from the “ Mahatmas ” of Thibet, or the occult philosophers of 
St. Petersburg—both beginning, as he perceives, to be played out—but 
from the Abyssinian sage, Izak Ibn Menelek, the direct descendant of 
King Solomon and the Queen of Sheba. He it is who has initiated “ Herr 
Paulus ” (n4 5^ipbion B. Trinder, son of a storekeeper in an obscure New 
England town) in the mysteries of the new faith, named by Paulus, its 
inventor, “The Ancient Way.” We will not follow his career; it is 
shadowed forth sufficiently in the title-page. We would rather dwell on the 
charm and verve with which his story is told by Mr. Besant, Other men 
can instruct, can interest, and can touch; of these last, too many make 
it their chief aim to sadden. B|ifc Mr. Walter Besant is, to our. thinking, 
peerietii, among contemporary novelists, in the power of amusing 

“‘JJhe Fat of the Lan<l.” ANoVfcL By Mary Lester (Maria Soltera). London: 
P.l'iclmood & Sons. 1888. 

“ **Hm' Ponlus: Hia Rise, His Oreetness, and His Fa31." By Walter Besant. 

; Cluilto & Windus. 1888. 
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and delighting. He too instructs—his words of wisdom arc not few. 
He too can touch the hearts of 1^ readers ; but at the same time he 
cheers and soothes. His books never sadden. 

M. Andr6 Theuriet’s new romance, “ Amour d’Automiie,” is, in its 
way, quite as forcible an exemplification of the evils and misery resulting 
from irregular sexual attachments as M. Alphonse Daudet’s “ Sapho.’’ 
But here the mischief is wrought, not, as in “ Sapho,” by a vulgar collcye^ 
but by a liaism of long standing with a married woman of good position 
and unblemished reputation. It is a painful story, and made still more 
poignant by the pathetic touches which few writers can lay on with the 
skill and ^delicacy of M. Theuriet. But still, the perfection of the style, 
the poetic charm of the descriptions of scenery—the whole of the action, 
takes place amongst the lakes and mountains of Savoy—the force and 
truthfulness of the characterisation, combine to make “ Amour 
d’Automne ” delightful, though, it must bo confessed, somewhat melan¬ 
choly reading. 

“L’Abbh Julesis a strange book; extraordinarily powerful in its 
analysis of a most complex and discordant nature. Jules Bcrvelle may 
be briefly described as a victim to insane neurosis. As he himself is made 
to say in his last days, his life had been a failure because be had never been 
able completely to conquer the passions that were in him ; the repressed 
passions of the priest, and the inherited passions born of the mysticism , 
of his mother and of the alcoholism of his father. Two natures were 
constantly at war,within him, and their fierce struggle tormented and 
rent him, just as those poor wretches were rent who were supposed of 
old to be possessed by devils. Unhappily, it was the evil nature that, 
for the most port, had the upper hand, driving him, from his youth 
up, into mad accesses of rage, unreasoning, universal malevolence, 
and fits of frantic lust. Yet the miserable man had a great intellect, 
noble aspirations, an inborn hatred of baseness, hypocrisy, and false 
pretence, and now and again gleams of loving-kiuduess, of tender com¬ 
passion for suifering, and of humble self-abasement before real goodness or 
greatness. His character is, for the most part, revolting, but, at times, 
little short of sublime. Its exposition by M. Mirbeau is an artistic 
effort of a very high order triumphantly accomplished. 

Any work signed by M. Georges Ohnet is sure to rank very high in 
contemporary fiction; but there are necessarily inequalities even in writers 
greater than he, and wo cannot honestly say that in “ Volont4 ” he is 
seen at his best. To say that it is not equal to “ Serge Panine ” is little, 
for it was hardly probable that in any subsequent effort he would touch 
such supreme success. But “ Yolonto ” does not seem to us to be equal 
to “ Le Maitre de Porges j ” it certainly cannot compete in interest with 
“La Grande Marniere.” A great deal of the first part is more or less 
dull, and the two personages—male and female—who illustrate “ Volonte ’* 
are, we cannot help thinking, somewhat exaggerated and overdrawn. 
“ Gldment do Thausiat ” has a tendency to be melodramatic; he has too 
much of the “ Admirable Crichton,” with a touch of the dark fatefulness 
and wicked dangerousness that used to characterize Bulwer’s heroes. In 
short, be has more than a trace of tinsel about him. “ Hdlene de Graville ” 

M “Amour d'Antomne." By Andr4 Theuriot. Faria: AlphonseLemene, Editeqr. 
1888* * 

w « L’Abbfi Jules." By Octave Mirbeau. Paris; Paul OUendorf, Editcur. 1888. 

M «ties BataiHes do la Yle. VolontS.” Par Geoi^es Ohnet. Paris: Paul OUendorf, 
Editeur. 1888. * 
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IB too good to be true—^too uniformly jpiae and excellent and self-sufBcing. 
Both are, in their several ways, exai^iles of the moral quality of Will, 
rather than liviug, breathing human creatures. Then there are other 
characters so utterly weak and infirm of purpose that it is evident they 
only exist as foils for the hero and heroine, and to cut out work for them. 
But, in the second half of the volume, M. Ohnet’s great gifts as a 
romance writer shine forth. Both ,hero and heroine become more indi¬ 
vidual and more human, and the powerful and touching d6nouement, skil¬ 
fully brought about, goes far to redeem any imperfections in the earlier 
part of the story. 

We have the pleasure to acknowledge vol. iii. of “ The Henry Irving 
Shakespeare.”^^ We shall, as we have already intimated, reserve our 
notice until the completion of the work. 

We have received “The Counting-out Ehymes of Children,”®’ by 
Mr. H. C. Bolton. The subject is not without interest as a minor branch 
of folk-lore ; but we do not think the author has treated it in a truly 
scientific spirit. 

We have also received the following works which, from want of space, 
we can do no more than acknowledge“ A More Excellent Way,” by 
Constance Howell. London : Swan Sonnenschein. 1888. From “ The 
Camelot Series,” “ Select Writings of Ealph Waldo Emerson,” with an 
Introduction by Fercival Chubb. London: Walter Scott. 1888. 
“ Fainting in Oil,” by Louise McLaughlin. Cincinnati: E. Clarke 
& Co. 1888. 

“The Works of William Shakespeare.” Edited by Henry Irving and Frank A, 
Marshall. With numerous Illustrations by Gordon Browne. Vol. III. London: 
Blackie & Son. 1888. 

“The Counting-out Hhymcs of Children: their Antiquity, Origin, and Wide 
Distribution. A Study in Folk-Lore.” By Henry Carrington Bolton. London: 
.ElUot Stock. 1888. 
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In writing upon this subject for our last number, we claimed for 
the month preceding that it had been a month of decided progress. 
This, of course, in relation to the great matter of political controversy. 
Since then, Mr. Chamberlain has declared before the world that the 
Liberal party is in extrevlis. At the Ceilings banquet he spoke with 
contempt of “the paltry tactics of a discredited faction who were 
seeking to promote a dying cause.” Just before this audacity was 
launched a Liberal had replaced tlio Tory Admiral who sat for South¬ 
ampton, and since tlie Birmingham prophet spoke another Liberal has 
startled botli ourselves and the Unionists of both factions by carry¬ 
ing the Ayr Boroughs, the strongest of all the Unionist “ strongholds ” 
in Scotland. In both cases the victory was overwhelming. At South¬ 
ampton a Tory majority of Jl-2 was converted into a Home Eule 
majority of 885, and in the Ayr Boroughs a Liberal-Unionist majority 
of 1175 into a Home llule majority of 63. Thus the champions of 
the cause which is “ dying ” routed in the most ignominious fashion 
the party whicli is said to be swelling with daily access of strength 
beyond all bounds. Tlie phenomenon is remarkable, and one would 
think that it would make impression even in Birmingham. But the 
story is not completely told. In Parliament the Government and their 
Liberal-Unionist allies have sufiered not less serious check. Already 
the success of Mr. Goschen’s great conversion scheme lia.s been dimmed 
by the withdrawal of the wheel tax and the modification of the new wine 
duty. Both of these changes may properly be claimed by the Oppo¬ 
sition. The Liberal-Unionists, who profess to be economists and free¬ 
traders, had nothing to say against the original proposals of the Chan¬ 
cellor of the Exchequer. And, if we take from among them Mr. 
T. W. Kussell and Mr. Caine, they had no hand in the infinitely 
more satisfactory business of defeating the licensing clauses, Mr. 
Chamberlain had indeed, in an access of irritation against Mr. Glad¬ 
stone, thrown himself quite needlessly into the arms of the publicans. 
“ Law or no law,” he declared at'Birmingham, he should vote for com¬ 
pensation ; and because, forsooth, Mr. Gladstone found it necessary to 
draw a distinction between the compensation offered by Mr. Bruce’s 
Bill of eighteen years ago and that which was proposed by Mr. Eitchie, 
it was added, with true Birmingham courtesy, that “ Mr. Gladstone was 
past prsying for.” It seems, indeed, that Mr. Chamberlain and, fox 
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anything we know to tho contrary, Hartington, were both of them 
ready to swallow the compensation ^illases of Mr. Eitchio’s Bill. It 
is not unlikely that the clauses were inserted in the Bill with their full 
approbation, Tlie compulsory withdrawal of the licensing clauses 
must be reckoned the most humiliating thing which has yet come to 
this “Government of all the talents.” We speak of the Government in 
and out of oflioe, for nothing has become clearer during the past few 
weeks than that Lord Hartington and Mr, Chamberlain are di facto if 
not de jure members of the Cabinet. They are more royalist than the 
king. Of this there are abundant proofs. It was only in a desperate 
attempt to save the Ayr election that Lord Hartington allowed it to bo 
known that his friends were not bound to support the licensing clauses ; 
and he was careful to abstain from any criticism upon the clauses. 
Previously Mr. Ashley (the Liberal-Unionist candidate) had committed 
himself to the principle of compensation upon report of a meeting of 
his friends in London, which stated that they^had decided to support the 
Government. Both jmrties promptly discovered that this attitude was 
a blunder, and whilst tlie otlicial diirntdi was circulated that the meet¬ 
ing did not take the turn stated. Lord Hartington’s nom inee was engaged 
in withdrawing as best he could from the morass into which he had 
blundered, pjvery circumstance whicli was noted at the time suggested 
that the Unionists were prepared to go with the Government on the 
compensation clauses, and that they only drew back when the danger 
became obvious. The Tory supporters of the Government were more 
discreet. Most of them held their peace until they discovered how the 
wind was blowing, and then tliey politely informed their chiefs that 
the clauses must be withdrawn! Whatever we may think of the 
morality of this, it may at any rate be commended over the action of 
the Unionists pure and simple. 

Again, if it is desired to see the distance which the Unionists have 
travelled the Tory road, take their action in the early days of the Com* 
mittee on the Local Government Bill. To men who are always lauding 
the specialgraces of their Liberalism, nothing would be easier, one would 
think, than to accept frankly any i)roposal which sought to constitute 
the new county authorities upon a purely democratic basis. But what do 
we find ^ It is amazing, but true, that when it is proposed to make all 
the members of the new county councils enter by popular election, and 
thus to abolish the co-opted or “ selected councillors,” Lord Hartington 
votes with the Government against the amendment and Mr. Cham¬ 
berlain abstains. And next day the “ Eadical ” member for West 
Birmingliam protests vehemently, without seeing the humour of his 
special position, against the motion of making one-third of the council 
retire annuaEy, preferring that tho council shall retire m hloe at the 
en4^oi1j)ree years, because frequent decHons put so much pouter into the 
iMindsk<of wire-pulleis, amt-mtieum, aTtd pdUiciems / Apart 

froai^Swf coi^ spectacle of the Prince of caucus-mongers reviling his 
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own particular inatrument, wjjat are wo to say of the distrust of 
popular election exhibited by ws eminent lladical, who boasted only 
the other day thabnO Government in this country went far enough for 
him? Again, it may be asked, what became of Mr. Chamberlain 
when it .was proposed to make the county rates chargeable with the 
reasonable travelling expenses of the county councillors going up to 
business at the county town ? He was not in the House, though it is 
only fair to state that his family party were on this occasion very 
generally found in the right ' lobby. On the other hand, the 
Hartington wing went with the Government. Truly your Unionist— 
Whig or Badical—^is going the pace; and seeing how many points' of 
sympathy they now find with the Government, when they do not com¬ 
pletely outrun the Tories in their Toryism, there is no very forcible 
reason, so far as an outsider can observe, why they do not effect the 
coalition of which so much was said eighteen montlis ago, and which 
is the only natural and logical consequence of their attitude to the 
Government. It may be we are not so far off something of the sort. 

The Ayr election has caused much heart-searching among the allies. 
The Times, which htis a tongue of brass in all that touches the great 
controversy of the hour, hardly ventures to find a local question at 
the bottom of Mr. Sinclair’s triumph. In the case of Southampton 
we were told only a few hours before the polling that the licensing 
question would settle the issue, but after a little reliection on the result 
of the poll, the Titties, recanting, informed us that it was all about a local 
railway! Now, the organ of Printing House Square, in real alarm at 
the news from Ayr, insists that both seats have been thrown away 
by "bad tactics,” that henceforth tliere must be no quarrcdling 
between the allies, and that everytliing must be subordinated to the 
duty of choosing the strongest possible candidate for any vacancy that 
arises. " If it is a Unionist seat that is empty and the Tories have 
the best fighting man, ho must be chosen; there am no longer be any 
standing on ceremony.” This advice, if it is worth anything, should 
be driven in upon the minds of the Unionist party by the more recent 
fall of the majority on the Local Government lUll, and especially by 
the signal defeat inflicted upon the Government by Mr. Morley on the 
chief constable question. It is always extremely foolish to undervalue 
the forces arrayed against you, but with a full knowledge of what is 
still before us, not omitting tlie obstructive possibilities in the House 
of Lords, those who are in favour of a more generous policy for 
Ireland may take abundant courage from the events of the last four 
weeks. The Government is being discredited by repeated rebuffs in 
and out Of Parliament, and their prestige is practically destroyed. 
With Governments this is always the first period in their dedine-*- 
the beginning of the end. Mr. Gladstone’s tactics are coming to 
fruition with surprising rdpidity. “ Let them legislate,” said the old 
Parliamentary hand at the beginning of the session, when there was 
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an incipient desire to throw the Irish^estion across the Government 
path. “Ditto,” cried Mr. Parnell, happily joining in the advice 
of the veteran. And immediately the rope was paid out! 

It is always a pleasant thing to reckon up one’s gains, especially 
when they have been got in an honest cause. The question, however, 
arises whether these successes do not carry wdth them a special 
responsibility. But before attempting an answer on this head, it may 
be as well to take stock of the causes which may be said to have 
operated in producing these events. And first let us see what says 
the adversary. Speaking generally, the Unionists attribute the 
Southampton and Ayr victories to the ill effect of the licensing 
clauses on public opinion. And this, too, although the clauses were 
first modified and then abandoned, strictly with an eye to the polls 
in these places. It may, of course, be pleaded that the mischief was 
done by the offer of the clauses to the publicans, and that the with¬ 
drawal of the offer did not convince the electors that the Government 
would not revive it if they could. Accepting this for what it is 
worth, what was the offer made ? At the outset it was that wherever 
the new county authorities withdrew a publican’s licence without 
previous offence on the part of the holder, they should pay compensa¬ 
tion, to be settled by arbitration, and to be the difference between the 
value of the house with and without the, licence. The compensation 
thus given, was to be paid out of the licence duties handed over to the 
county authorities from the Imperial revenue, which, if they wished, 
the authorities could increase by a sum not exceeding 20 per cent. 
This was the original offer made by Mr. liitchie. By-and-by, when 
the Temperance party rose against it, and the Southampton election 
was coming on, it was found advisable to minimise the proposal. The 
Solicitor-General was sent down to the Hampshire town to announce 
that the Government would “ ear-mark ”—as Mr. Chamberlain had 
suggested—the fund set apart for compensation, and Sir E. Clarke 
pointed out that, as it would be wholly provided by the publicans, 
the ratepayers would not be asked for a single penny in the way of 
compensation. Further, he. sought to satisfy certain growing sus¬ 
picions that the county councils under the Bill tirnd compensate for 
the refusal of any licence where the justices hUd not found that the 
holder was guilty of an offence, although two judges of the Queen's 
Bench had laid it clearly down that the justices had themaelves fuU 
discretion to withdraw a licence, offence or no offence. The hon. and 
learned gentleman insisted that the county councilB Vould, in this 
matter of licensing, have the same powers with the justices, but as he 
had previously given the opinion that the judgment of fie Queen 
Bmich was wrong, and that the justices had not an absolute discretion, 
but were compelled to renew a licence where the holder had not 
isfMnJ^ fee statute, there was snudl comfort for the Temperance 
part^n thie tetter declaration., ■ 'Xet fee publici^s found the Solicitor- 
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General’s interpretation of ^ Bill—which practically conceded 
what' Mr. Gladstone terms an^ptate ” in their licence—not a little 
hard and rigorous. They, gave g. grunting assent to it under menace 
from the Ministry that any opposition would only bring them worse 
terms, and at length issue between the parties was fairly joined. 

The Temperance leaders issued some startling calculations as to the 
burden which compensation, on the basis of Mr.Kitcliies Bill, would lay 
upon the country. Mr. Caine, taking the Metropolis alone, put the 
tptal at 30 millions sterling, and it was said, more generally, that the 
country at large might be mulcted to the extent of 250 millions. It 
is not necessary to go into the accuracy of these statements. They 
presumed, of course, a sweeping closure of the public-houses. But 
other views were held in the same party. It was frequently suggested 
that the clauses were never meant to become operative, and it 
was alleged in proof that the total annual fund to be set aside for 
compensation was so small as to prevent anything beyond a minimum 
of closed houses. If, however, “ local option ” was to have full play 
it could not be done for the money, and thus the ratepayer would be 
called upon to make good the balance unprovided by the arrangements 
under the Bill. And this, too, though the Queen’s Bunch had decided 
that there was absolutely iip sort of permanent right in a licence, that 
it was purely personal to the holder, and might at any annual sessions be 
withdrawn. And here Mr. Gladstone made effective illustration of the 
Government proposals to a party of excursionists who visited him at 
Hawarden during Whitsuntide. Twenty-two years ago, as he told his 
hearers, a person at Liverpool builtpublic-house premises for something 
over £2000. Only the other day he sold both house and licence for 
£16,000. This was the market price, and a valuation such as was pro¬ 
vided for by Mr. Bitchio would mean much the same thing; therefore 
compensation in this instance would have amounted lo about £14,000. 
Can we wonder that the Temperance men shied at such a “settlement” 
with the publicans, and that the teetotalism of Messrs. Caine and T. 
W. Bussell was, for once, too strong for their Unionism ? The countiy 
had only to grasp the facts of the case to repudiate the whole iniqui¬ 
tous scheme. * 

It is to the credit of the Tory paiiy that there were men 
among them who from tlie first declined to “ square ” the publican 
and the brewer in this preposterous fashion. During recent years the 
Church of England Temperance Society has enrolled among its members 
many of the best of the Tory-Churchmen, and, acting for this powerful 
bod^. Sir W. H;r Houldsworth, the Conservative member for, North- 
West Manchester, early gave notice of very important amendments 
to the licensing daijseEl. It may be useful to set them out, as we shall 
certainly hear of them again. Stripped of their legal phrasing they 
run as follow ^hat a committee shall be elected by the rd«- 
payers to deal>with Ij^sing and licensing only, whose decisions sh^ 
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be submitted to the county council. 2. That there may be compensation 
for the withdrawal of a licence on ecf^^ble telrma. (Whether such a 
claim is fair or not to be settled by somg properly constituted authority, 
the terms suggested being the difference between the rateable value of 
the premises, witli fuul without a licence, multiplied by it many years.) 
3. That the fund to pay compensation shall bo derived, not from the 
rates, but from the trade. 4. That after ten years from the passing of 
the Bill there shall be no compensation paid or claimed, under any cir¬ 
cumstances.” 

It was urged .for tliese clauses that they afforded the basis of a 
reasonable compromise, and that the Temperance men all round were 
willing to accept them. At one moment, when the fight at Ayr was 
opening, the Government seemed to show an inclination to modify 
their Bill in the sense here suggested. But they were promptly 
checked by the brewers in their party, who pronounced the licensing 
committee ml hoc an abomination. Katlier tlian this they preferred 
that the matter should be postponed en bloc. So it came about that 
the abandonment of the clauses was announced to the House of 
Commons by Mr. Bitchie within twenty-four lioiu's after Mr. Smith, 
from the same spot, had told Mr. Caine tliat the Government intended 
to persevere with them! Bor a Ministry with sucli leaders in and out 
of the Cabinet, the humiliation mufst have been extreme; but there was 
absolutely no help for it, since modification would have alienated “ the 
Trade,” and there was no support even on the Tory benches for the 
clauses as they stood. We may add an additional and very significant 
fact or two in this connection. Lord Hartington’s constituency of 
Bossendalc has been polled upon the main ^ints of this controversy. 
A test ballot was regularly set up and the result of the voting was 
announced as follows:—for comi)ensation, 1435; against, 8933; 
majority against, 7498. On loctil option the voting wasfor, 8769; 
agciinst, 1356; majority for, 74J 3. And yet there are those who 
insist tliat Lord Hartington is a fair representative of opinion in the 
Bossendalc Valley. 

It is insistedj of course, tliat circum.stances in Ireland have had no 
effect in producing the incidents of wHich account has been taken. 
Yet amidst the gloom and shadow in which the unhappy sister 
Isle continually lies there is clearly cause for a note of satisfac¬ 
tion. The Papal decree, which has given such obvious joy to the 
Badical member for West Birmingham, is still held in suspense. The 
Bishops have met and protested, and have met again and considered 
the reply of the sovereign Pontiff. Wo have heard Variously as to the 
nature of this reply, but so far tlie Bishop of Limerick (Dr. O'DVryer) 
is the cmly Irish prelate who has taken any steps to give effect to the 
deexee; Dr. O’Dwyei may be a bold man. He threatens to launch 
^Wttders of excommunication against the more aggressive members 
of tWTj^ftorty who are Catholics; hut Mr. l^on, Mr. Davitt, and 
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others hold on their course same, and after ten days they are 

still within the pale of the CHttffch. The Bishops may plead that they 
have not gone within his spiritual jurisdiction; but other persons of 
lesser note, guilty of the same offences, have come off scathless in 
Limerick. There is a suspicion that Dr. O’Dwyer may have had a hint 
from Home that he is a little “ previous,” to use an expressive American¬ 
ism; and certainly there is reason for thinking that matters will 
not be pushed to extremes with tlie more powerful Leaguers. Mean¬ 
time, it must be admitted that “ Balfourism ” shows a swaggering 
front in Ireland. In the House of Commons it has had some 
check. “ The King-Harman Salary Bill ” had been definitely “ hung 
up ” before we heard of the death of the Under-Secretary, 
and with it the Bill for constituting the county courts after the 
fashion of the Land Sub-Commissions to deal with the accumu¬ 
lated applications for the fixing of fair rents. This last Bill was 
extremely obnoxious—first, because the Irisli tenantry look upon the 
judges of county courts as “ landlords’ men; ” and next, because it 
is highly advisable, for obvious reasons, to keep the Irish tenant away 
from the county court. It is understood that the Bill is extinct, and 
that it will probably be replaced by a new measure, increasing tlie 
number of the Sub-Land Commissioners, as suggested by Mr. T. W 
Russell, and possibly making advance of another cool million to keep* 
going Lord Ashbourne’s very doubtful scheme of land purchase. The 
so-called “ King-Harman Salary Bill ” may be revived at a later stage, 
but as tliere is no longer question of the presence of the “ convicted 
rack-renter ” at Dublin Castle, as the allcr e<jo of Mr. Balfour, it may 
not excite such opposition. The (Jovernment have indeed been 
relieved from a grave embarrassment by the death of Colonel King- 
Harman. Their “ honour and credit ” were pledged witli the demand 
for his salary, and since some of the Unionists, like Mr. Houcage,"shied” 
at the Bill, there would have been a stern and bitter fight before it 
could have been wrung from the House of Cominons. For the late 
Under-Secretary there is nothing but pity. A kindly^man, his cir¬ 
cumstances made him hard and unrelenting; and the disappointment 
of hopes, which rested in the life of a son who died last year, embit¬ 
tered the sufferings from his own incurable disease. 'Mr. Balfour will 
no doubt avoid a further blunder in this matter of an assistant, and if 
he is well advised he will quietly let it drop. His duties do not in¬ 
crease. He does not go to Ireland even in the holidays, and makes no 
pretence of viewmg things for himself. 

The “ Castle ”, works its will with such hints as it may have from the 
Irish Office in London. At last it has clapped Mr. Dillon in gaol, and 
Mr. William O’Brien will doubtless follow at an early date. Of course, 
it is nothing to your Tory Minister that the conduct of these men con¬ 
tinues to find jnstification in every decision of th^-Lond Commissions. 
The course of rents tM ftUl downward—sensibly downward. But Mr. 
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Balfour sticks to his system of giviag hints about longer sentences (we 
recall the Birmingham speech), and fMn of not interfering. It is little 
to him that a Bayard like Dillon is sentenced upon the most doubtful 
evidence to six months’ imprisonment. He does not lift a finger even 
to save a great soul from the ignominy of daily association with 
ordinary criminals. Nor will he lighten by a feather’s weight the full 
burden of an imprisonment whicli (if it does not involve hard labour) 
means the loss of friends, of books, and of all intellectual resource. 
Tlxose who know Mr. Dillon best are aghast at the merciless regime 
to which he is to be subjected,* Probably your Balfourian system has 
never found better description than in the recent admirable speech of 
Mr. John Morley to the London Radicals at St. James’s Hall. The 
pettiness, the es-sential meanness of it, and the needless irritation with 
which it is applied—^to speak only of its minor errors—are almost 
beyond conception; and if the Irish Executive was not infamously 
served by its officers, who scruple at nothing in tlie way of assertion, 
Mr. Balfour himself must become ashamed of some, at least, of his 
workJ More serious is the conduct of the tribunals in the interpreta¬ 
tion of the Crimes Act. 

We have reason for thinking that the conspiracy clauses dre 
being abominably abused.t Mr. Gladstone has shown much 
anxiety that certain recent convictions for “ conspiracy ” — 1 .«., re¬ 
fusal by traders of food and other supplies, mainly to constabulary, 
who mostly go to purchase, not from want, but merely to get up a 
case against some obnoxious person—sliall be supported in the 
House of Commons by the evidence of “ conspiracy ” given to the 
convicting magistrates. Latterly, too, the Chief Secretary has been 
hard pressed on certain allegations made in liis Battersea speech last 
month, as to the Mitcliolstown “massacre.” Again,Lord Spencer and 
Mr. Morley have made certain awkward discoveries as to the return 
of Irish sentences “ increased on appeal,” which Mr. Balfour on the 
same occasion flaunted in the face of his adversaries with so much 
evident relish. ' All this, no doubt, is very offensive to the Chief 
Secretary, who cannot avoid showing his irritatidn, though he seeks to 
evade his pursuers by the refusal of papers, and such other small 
devices as arc open to those who do not want to be “ found out.” 

Upon the greater matter of the Irish question, several things have 
happened. ^Ir. Chamberlain has published at Birmingham his latest 
plan for the settletnent of the wliole Irish difficulty. It is distinctly 
retrograde as com])arcd with ^le positions he has at various times 
assu;nod, and Mr. Gladstone has promptly pronounced* it “ all moon¬ 
shine.” Naturally Mr. Cy^berlain is'.offended. But as a matter of 
fact, nobody has anything^ say of Mr. Chamberlain's latest scheme. 
It was put forward with much flourish of trumpets as “ matter for 

\ias since been removed to the gaol Inflrmaiyby'brder of asympathetio 

doctoK 

t Vide the lUllcagb case in the Irish Court of Exchequer. 
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discussion.” And nobody will.discuss it,, In an academic sense the 
scheme is interesting enough, outside Mr. Chamberlain’s family 
party it is never hear^ of. In the circumstances it is unnecessary to 
go into details cohoerning it. There will be time enough for this when 
Lord Hartington has made up his mind to support it. One point only 
may be mentioned, that Mr. Chamberlain, differing from Lord llandolph 
Churchill, insists that the first thing to attempt in the solution of the 
Irish problem is the settlement of the land question. Tliis he insists 
should be taken next session. Lord Eandolph, as we know, wants first 
to deal with Irish local government, in order to avoid the barbed shafts 
about broken pledges of which Mr. Gladstone made such effective use to 
thfe electors of Ayr. It will be interesting to see which of these plans 
obtains precedence. Lord Salisbury and Lord Hartington alike lean 
to Mr. Chamberlain, but how about Mr. Chamberlain’s scheme ? Will 
the Irisli landlords accept the bonds of Mr. Chamberlain’s proposed 
Ijand Bank, and will the merging of all rent into a perpetual land- 
tax or State rent tempt the Irish tenant to purchase ? These and 
other difficult questions must be answered before the Government can 
qlect to go with Mr. Chamberlain. Whichever question they take 
up, their embarrassments will not decrease by the lapse of time, and 
spite of the so-called “ success ” of Mr. Balfour, it is certain that 
are rocks ahead. Meanwhile, from the other side, Mr. Morley tella 
that he will have “ no more round tables,” and Lord Uoseben^n a 
weighty speech at Inverness, allows it to be seen that thoj^Ciberal 
leaders in any future constitution for Ireland will reduce number 
of Irish members in the Imperial.Parliament. This^^l^t is not a 
change which will be unacceptablcro Mr. Parnell a^'iiis friends. 

The agitation on the subject of the national do^elmes remains mucli 
where it was. The Government maintain a steady optimism which 
acts like a cold douche upon the reformers, who make no appreciable 
headway. Yet Admiral Hornby, the most competent of all our naval 
men, tells us that for the protection of our commerce in war time we 
need 144 additional fast cruisers; Lord Kapier of Magdala demands 
an additional 30,000 soldiers,; and Lord Wolscloy hammers away at 
the possibility of invasion by the sudden landing of 100,000 men from 
the ports of France or Germany. To all of which Lord George Hamilton 
calmly replies that we shall'have .54 new vessels armed and. equipped 
in the next-two years, and that whilst Germany has not got, all told, the' 
necessary tonnage to land such a force as Lord Wolseley mentions, 
France would need every ship she has sailing under her flag. Per 
contra, our own navy was never in such condition, both as regards 
strength and readiness, as it is to-day. One may hesitate to pronounce 
where the doctors disagree, but it is interesting to find Mr. Shaw- 
Lefevre going to thessupport of the First Lord against the “alarmists,” 
and declaring on anthority that no sort of reorganization will produce 
more than, a-mere trifling economy in the coat of the navy. At the 
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same time, wbktev^ !cbaim||p^^j|t9liilq&, tbe War Office is 

I^aring in ad>^Ce l^ the ere^tlofl^g||^|^foT:tlie embodiment 
of the Volunteers ■&y|^^ .pushi^|,S^|p^pfs,^^ 7 s'jthe coast defences 

In a recent speecl|S||^ihgli^|$^t.' Oha^jK^^ xiiadc another re¬ 
cantation. He now'aiBHBj|||iifc1^^ of ]^r. Forster’^ 

education Bettkmeiit^|m|||^^|||u^^l^i d|^certdiu scKools-y-Volun* 
tary, and J?oard—freef^^B ^M K^ coVefred by a pi'pportionatc 

increase in the 0Sia5|e<iferation ’is interesting, as 

showing the mental proces^S^feugh' ^l^; the right-hoh. getit)lem6h 
is passing under the stress dif[^||^risK controversy! To retread " tlie 
Hadical programme ” to-day £3 'to pa'^s tlirohgh a whole cemetery of 
dead ideals. In another direction, however,'^there is progress. The Co- 
opei-ative Congress, held during Whit-week, was at length induced to 
make trial of a scheme of co-operative production as distinguished 
from co-operative distribution. This last has flourished amazingly'; 
the other—a much more difficult business, but which, when satisfactorily 
acliieved, promises great things for the moral elevation of the working¬ 
man—^has been too long neglected. But on this matter we refer our 
readers to Article, V. in our present number, on “ The Co-operative 
Congress.” 

Finally, it is pleasant to know that Mr. Bright’s illness, which -at 
the outset raised great apprehensions, has taken a favourable turn, 
and that the tribune of the people remains to us. Much as one may 
differ from Mr. Bright in these latter days, his ne” 
always- the common possession of Englishtr 
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mete question of method, 

which the people of Ireland 

proved ^dly'disposiUon of the peopm oi ureat exmuov.- 

<rf whose goc^wilt is merely obstructed , 6y a Parliamentj^y nunority 
now tjpnadeted of bad fai^ to the co^^^ndes. 
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ENTIENT LIBERAL. 


It is instrnctivje fb'ob^ieiTe recent articles in tiie West¬ 

minster Review tiie latitude opinion which is possible tmrmg the 
persons who may be described as Irish Dissentient Liberala. A 
writer in the June number, Mr. T. W. Russell, M.P. for South 
Tyrone, claims to speak for what he calls the Irish Liberal party; 
and in the July number, Mr. J. E. Hewitt describes himself as 9 k' 
Irishman and a Liberal. The fact is a mere detail that, in referring to 
his friends as the Irish Liberal party, Mr. Russell totally ignores that 
large, or rather enormous, proportion of the Nationalist vote in 
Ireland, whose adherence to principles which are known sometimes 
as Liberal and sometimes as Radical has certainly been of the 
staunchest and most determined description. His “ Irish Liberals ” 
are in fact Irish Dissentient Liberals. As an appreciable political, 
force in Ireland they do not exist out of the province of Ulster, 
and even there, estimated by performances, ore not, politically 
speaking, either a powerful or an influential body. By the help of 
Tory votes the Dissentient Liberal party of Ireland has managed to 
return to Parliament two members—Mr. Rus'^eU himself, whose 
majority at the election of 1886 was 09, and Mr. Lea, tha member 
for South Londonderry, whose majority was 13b It is contended, 

I believe, by Meir political opponents, that both o^ them are pretty - 
safe to lose vpaeir seats at the next eleotionv *’'^,thataaitma^* 
together they form the tot^ Achting st^ ^ ^ walls of 

Parliament of the so-called^p^nd Loe^i Wolseley am 

A party thus in Cir^rtw*he sudden landing of , ’ nught 

have been expected to mai^. To all of winch Lord Ueor 
through deficiency of num^ave 51 new vessels however, by tha 
writers in the WESTMiNSty y/bilst Germany haSjjQ|. v,»iiSe with the 
Irish Dissentient Liberals, a force as Lojj[p^ Hi^witt have, appa¬ 
rently, only one other point «i c « has sailjides jbicingknuiually in 
the name of Libert ”—a dislike anmebstrnst of the Iri^ Nationalist 
party. Mr. Hewitt is an Irish Diisentienf Liberal, who describea 
himself as a Home Ruler, but is opposed to Mr. Gladstone’s poUcy 
so long as there is any danger that by granting Home Rule the 
present liish'Parlianieniwy J^y may be put into power. Ii(r. 
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a«ngeioM ifc. Hewitt eljecte not to 

idrictl; to ** oW witee about tluaseU oiiieots to both. 

Home Buie but to the Home Bnlem. Mr. B;^ 0^ ^ 

The latter appmently hoe not even the mos j T_i™a. The 

i^ion S a lepdotiye body to the pe^le rf . ine 

point to which hU imo^aHon <f ■“ 

E™Ueh Parliament domg “ all_ tl^o,J>^lt»ment could or 

will be concerned chiefly with Mr. 
vnv^’ I do not propose to enter into any disputed or theoretical 
/deations, but to deal chiefly (and briefly, as space compels) with his 
' aUegationa in support of the Government policy and his references 
to some of the events of the present session. 

But first I must protest vehemently against the way in which he 
proposes to show why the Dissentient Irish Liberals approve of what 
he calls the law and order ” ijolicy of the Government. It will not 
do, as Mr. I^ussell attempts, to make this approval take merely the 
form of an apology, and leave things there. We are entitled to 
expect a great deal more from a supporter of the Government than 
a mere, defence of their practical administration of the Crimes Act. 

In ignoring this, at the outset of his paper, Mr. Russell totally and 
entirely mistakes and misrepresents the main issue before the country. 

It is true that wo do complain of the w'ay in which the Crimes Act 
has been worked. “We challenge,” as Mr. John Morley said the 
other day, “ even the allegations of its transient and temporary suc¬ 
cess.” We complain bitterly of the way in which its provisions have 
been overstretched in order to increase sentences or prevent appeals 
to the Superior Court. We object entirely to the men into whose 
hands, as resident magistrates, enormous powers have, by the action 
of the Government, been placed. But it^is absurd to make, as Mr. 
Russell does, the mere administration of the Crimes Act the crucial 
test of a successful Irish ixilicy. The question Which has pre¬ 
cedence over all others (before we come to th^ details of administra¬ 
tion) is whether the Crimes Act is producing any increase in, or is it 
rather still further weakening, the sympathy admitted to be wanting in 
Ireland between the people on the one side and the law and the Govern¬ 
ment on the otl ‘ .!r ? Whether any prospect is being aiSbrded u» that 
when the moment for its abandonment (and nobody wi^es or believes 
it to be perpetual) is reached, the people of Ireland wilfflpNir fbtxhd to be 
one iota more reconciled to English rule than they were cm tho day 
when it was passed by a Parliament, the majority of whoi^ . members 
were virtually pledged at the tiine of their election against a ooerckmist 
' policy ? Does it differ in* tWa respect from eve^y mipeiaence of 
coermon in Ireland for tb© last four hundirod'yeara ?. To. make it 
8 iill, -let us put it^thus: Tried ly the test ol rediuang crime. 
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the 'Grimulal Law Amendmell^ Act dariAg Lord Spencer’s Loid> 
Lientenancy was .a epl^ndid success. It reduced crime by 2200 cases 
in sis: months, while tlBS present Act has so far reduced it by only 
200 cases in a corresponding period. Trie^ by the test of reconciling 
Ireland with an" English rigimt it was as dismal a failure as every 
other Irish Crimes Act has been and will always be. Does the 
present Crimes Act now, after our experience of it, appear to be likely 
to succeed where Lord Spencer’s failed ? 

Having thus cleared the ground to begin with, we are free to deal 
with Mr. Bussell’s answers to the charges made against the Govern¬ 
ment in the working of the Act. His first point is that the legitimate 
right of puHic meeting in Ireland has not been interfered with. It 
was not for the meetings, he says, that people were imprisoned, but 
for what they said at those meetings. But surely this is a strange 
way of rebutting the charges which have been made against the 
Government. Those charges with regard to the right of public 
meeting do not turn merely on the imprisonment of individuals, but 
the right of the Government to disperse the meetings. Nobody can 
heljl Himking at once of the cases of Ennis, the two Mitchelstown 
meetings, and Woodford. Not one of these meetings were meetings 
of the National League. There was, therefore, nothing unlawful 
about them, as Mr. Bussell himself admits, and yet they were every 
one of them attempted to be dispersed by the police! The main 
question is the right of the Government to disperse the meetings. 
The Climes Act gives no extended powers for the suppression of 
public meetmgs excepting in the case of an association which has 
been proclaimed as a dangerous association under the provisions of 
the Act. Meetmgs such as those at Ennis in 1887, the two 
Mitchelstown meetings, and Woodford were not meetings of the 
League, and therefore could not be proclaimed under the Act. jSmy 
proclamations issued were proclamations which, in the words of Sir 
Horace Davey, with reference to the case of Ennis, had, so far as he 
could ascertain, no legal justification whatever. At Woodford the 
Government acted as if they had a right by common law to issue a 
proclamation, and that, having issued that proclamation, nothing more 
was necessMy to make the meeting “ unlawful.” No such power 
existed undei^ the-common law. If it exists under the Crimes A4sb 
what becomes of the contention that the Act createj no new offence ? 
“ It amounts to this,” said Sir Horace Davey, in his speech of 
November lest- on the law of public meeting, *fthat, although a 
constable may commit an assault in the pursuance of an illegal 
command,^ yoir may not resist the assault in, any way.” * 

So, too, at th& celebrated Mitchelstown meeting, the riot, as every 
one vnis caused by the attempt on t^e part-of the police 

^ Ib asabsomieat jHOvttdi 'ef his article, Hr. Basaell expresses his tenet that Mr. 
WilfridAiant f^ptua h^ been interfered with; acuciotu a4inissioa fch bhato ipafce 
. in the face of hu pretiona contention. 
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to force a^xepotter tlirongh a denselj^^liwikied (arowdt and .^obse'* 
qoeiU* attempt of the police to disperse the i^meetingi Jut fthat .case 
there-was not even a proclamation of the meeting.' {twa^a per^ 
fecilj legitimate and orderly assemb^, which, owing to the unwise 
action of the police,.ended in riot and bloodshed. The .meeting at 
£hmiB was proclaimed and ordered to disperse, and did disperse peace¬ 
fully. The meeting at Mitchelstown was not even proclaimed or pro¬ 
hibited, but, entirely owing to the folly and fatuity of the authorities, 
brought to that most deplorable issue. And yet, after this, Mr. 
Bussell calmly assures us that the right of public meedug in Ireland 
has in no way been interfered with! Or, take Fenuoy .and the 
second Mitchelstown meeting to which Mr. Bussell refers. These 
meetings were allowed simply because the authorities did not care 
to take upon themselves the odium of a proclamation. They had at 
Mitchelstown the memory of Youghal the week before. The 
Mitchelstown- meeting (number two) accordingly took place, and 
What are the facts ? It was held on precisely the same spot as the 
“ Remember Mitchelstown ” meeting had been held six months before, 
and passed off without any bloodshed or disturbance whatever, Only 
one policeman being present among a crowd numbering thousands. 
Now see what happens and how the meeting is turned to account 
by the Government officials. Shortly after this meeting Mr. 
Condon wtw put in prison for a speech delivered at that, veiy meet¬ 
ing, but it was not his own speech which was used against him, but 
one of ]VIr. Healy’s! and the speech which Mr. William O’Brien 
delivered at the same meeting was given in evidence against him 
on another charge at Loughrea! 

I come now to the press prosecutions. * Mr. Bussell does not 
attempt to defend the Government all along the line. He admits 
that the prosecutions of newsvendors were unwise and ill-advised. 
Wbat he derives more satisfaction from is the imprisonment of such 
men as Mr. Sullivan, Mr. Harrington, Mr. Hooper, and ;Mr. Corc(Hran. 
Their crime, as Mr. Bussell himself puts it, was simply and solely 
publishing reports of suppressed branches of the League in c(mtra- 
ventiQu of the 7th Section of tlie Crimes Act. Now no one has 
attempted, far less these gentlemen themselves, to deny that they 
did break the law in that particular. We do not defend them for so 
doing. Even a Crintes Act must be obeyed, however ludicrous its 
provisions. But if the law with re^rd to these press prosecutions was 
one which it was really necessary to enact it was also ons which it 

* It Is a little bard apon Mr. W. O'Brien and hia f^ow-workers'that fahmediately 
after the fstatenent tltat Mr. O'Brien vrsa net intfflferreci.'wjithat jtlitebela(|pwn Mr. 
Russell sboald go but of his way to accuse the Irish epiembrirs of triiiiatt to 

face the tonseqnences'of their advice. Ibcioere.fect that'aev$ifbeenlririi:mMnbeT8 
have gone cheerfully into prison within the last yrar is sorely a good answer to this 
taoot of coWardiee, aiid when Mr. Rtitsell says tlwi the'coaUMl of toe Irisa'a^tirian 
leadefa wherever it-bas been taken haa .ie«iiltediatbe.«isr|Bee.pf';the temni;!** bo 
fomta surely, that it is hard to imagine a more complete triumph for the latter than 
that wb^ tn^ obtained both in the Mitcbelstoim oistric^ aad Bodi^ 
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^to'eiifordd. H tlS(^' proseouiiosis irere in reality jasti- 
£iA)le,‘^#h 7 -i 8 it^ €keit^ that have suddenly and entirely been 
dipped ?'' ^t^lenty of others besides Messrs. Sullimi, Harrington, 
Hoopeir,’ ' Corcoran' had offended in the same manner. These 
inen themselves even, after the^ came out of prison, continued to 
violate 'the; law. The reports of the suppressed branches of the 
Ni^ional LOague are still published every week. There are news¬ 
paper editors in Ireland who are by this time liable to hundreds of 
years of hard labour. Why has the Government acknowledged itself 
defeated, and forsc^en its policy of press prosecutions ? lX)ea it 
recognize at last that in the present condition of affairs in Ireland 
the Crimes Act is literally unworkable ? And is it partly because 
the liberty of the press, os Mr. Hussell says truly, is a matter on 
which people in general are extremely sensitive? Newspax)er 
editors are violating provisions of the Crimes Act every day and 
every week. If they do so with impunity it is because the Govern¬ 
ment knows very well that it is totally unable in the present phase 
of Irish public opinion to carry into operation those provisions of the 
law which it declared itself to be necessary if law and order of any 
kind or description were to be maintained. 

From the charge against the Government of interfering with the 
right of combination for a just purpose, Mr. Bussell tump to a 
vigorous attack upon the Plan of Campaign. The Plan of Cam¬ 
paign is a perfect god-send to the Unionists. Apparently it has not 
a friend in this world. It is not only the Pope and the Tory party 
who have obj^ted to it j none of the leaders of the Liberal party 
have countenanced it in any way; and Mr. Parnell, in a recent 
speech to the Eighty Club, went out of his way to condemn its 
objectionable features. And yet it has succeeded! This Plan, which 
is denounced by the High Court of Appeal in Ireland as “illegal,” 
and by the Pope as “ immoral! ” Could there be any more striking 
testimony of the state of matters we have got to deal with in Ireland, 
or of the hopeless task which England has undertaken! 

I should be the last person to say a good W'ord in favour of the 
scheme myself. As a mode of dealing with the relations of landlord 
and tenant, ks they ought in any civilized country to be, I consider 
it to b^ a decidedly objectionable invention. But, viewed in its worst 
light, the Plan is, after all, only setting up a rough-and-ready modO; of 
obtaming bare justice from the landlords when no other constitutional 
redress can be had.. The Campaigners, of course, put it much strouger. 
The^Plaii ^y 'Say> may be illegal—^it is certainly not immoral: 
whereaS'the^Coaduct of the landlords, though within the letter of 
law, isflib^thO'most glaring injustice, and is therefore grosslykn- 
morale ,. 1 ^ 0 «qiiie«^ipa of evictions really UeS iA the bottom of the 
matter! It 'UOt^seem to me that anybody (not even Mr. Btiraell, 
nor hk the P<^) has a right to ebndexnu the Flanwtfhbut 
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equally and in quite as strong terms condemning the imme^ate cause 
for its nece^ity. Nobody defended Colonel O*0allE^ban*s treatment 
of Ms tanants, and yet they were evicted. They are hotr back on 
their holdihgs, and Colonel O’Callaghan has accepted a worse.offer 
than he had made to hitn before the evictions The Plan of Cam¬ 
paign, I say, alone protected those people. 

To put it in another way, the case for the tenants may be briefly 
summed up as follows:—^Are they to be evicted because they cannot 
pay the rents of 1885 and 1886 ? During the year 1887 judicial rents 
were fixed in cases the total rental of which amounted to £117,600. 
This rental was reduced to £80,423. That is, it was declared to be 
£37,177 in excess of a fair rent. But tlie prices were equally low 
in 1885 and 1886. Therefore the rents were £37,177 too high in 
each of those years. The whole argument in pounds shillings and 
pence with regard to these particular tenants comes to this. Are 
these people to be evicted and robbed of their property because they 
cannot pay £74,354 which undoubtedly in justice they ought not to 
be invited to pay ? 

But, after all, who is most responsible for the fact that this alleged 
illegality and immorality has been forced upon the people of Ireland ? 
No one more than the Member for South Tyrone Mmself. What 
was the origin of the Plan of Campaign ? I will run briefly over 
the facts. During the General Election, when Mr. Gladstone’s land 
purchase scheme had been abandoned, Mr. Parnell at Plymouth 
pointed out the necessity for reducing the judicial rents, which had 
become too high, owing to a fall in prices since they were fixed. 
When Parliament met, Mr. Parnell again called attention to the 
matter in the debate on the Address, and later on by the introduc¬ 
tion of a Bill to suspend evictions on payment of a portion of the 
rent (pending revision by a competent tribunal), which was rejected 
by the Government. After Parliament rose. Sir Michael Hicks- 
Beach brought great pressure to bear on the Irish landlords to make 
reductions. In,some cases, as in Lord Clanricarde’s,.we now know 
that the pressure put upon them was very strong indeed. Many 
landlords yielded, but, unfortunately, some of the worst ones refused. 
The Plan of Campaign was then put into operation to protect the 
tenants. Had Mr. Bussell at the time of the introduction of Mr. 
Parnell’s Bill done merely what he did only a few months laterj had 
he urged the Tory Government to reasod, and spoken out as strmigly 
against the conduct of the landlords as he afterwards did'j'thh Phai 
of Campaign, in all probability, would never bave been hea^ iff. 
The calm manner in which he now treats the unfortunate-of 
its existence is very different from some of hia preidons ntterabces. 
“ The question,” Mr. Russell i»y 0 now, “ is oim ;q# psymedt of rent, 
fixed sitkbr fay ordinary contract or by a judidal tribnnid.*' Nobbing 
could ^ a ^ater ndsrepresexitation. Tkd rents od the Plan e^tas. 
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m |ar from, bemg ordinwy -cot^gact rents, were arbitrary rents, most 
(^ wbieb.ktst year’s Laud Ajct, susce adom^l^ged to be exces¬ 
sive.,- 3!be judidal renitia on whi^ the Plan attempted to bring about 
ma abatamept have also since beea lowered by Act of Parliament, 
but tb^. Plmr estates (wJiicU we are considering) have been excluded 
from the benefits of the Act. 

In fact^ it comes to this, that the Plan of Campaign has been 
used in ,, practice merely to secure advantages which the House of 
Commons conceded last year to the great body of the tenantry in 
Ireland. Mr. William O’Brien recently defied Mr. Bussell to point 
to “ a single great estate, where the Plan of Campaign had been 
put into operation, where tho tenants were free to take full advan¬ 
tage of the Act of last year, even such as it was.” Moreover, it 
is surely a very recent discovery on the part of Mr. Russell him¬ 
self, that.many of the rents in Ireland are “ordinary contract” 
rents. Parliament has virtually declared that tho Irish tenants 
are on a totally different footing from other tenants in England 
and Scotland, in so far as the tenants in Ireland did all the im¬ 
provements, even the buildings, &c. The extraordinary competition 
for holdings, due largely to tho treatment of Ireland hy England in 
tte past, is another point of difference. If Irish rents were ordinary 
contract rents, the Act of 1881 was an Act of sheer and unadulter¬ 
ated robbery, as Mr. James Lowther still very consistently calls it. 
But for Mr. Bussell, of all men, who supported that Act, and who 
knows the true position of the Irish tenant about as well as any map. 
in the House of Commons, to fall back on this ancient and abandoned 
position of the Tory party, is a change of front which is something 
out of the common, ev'en in these degenerate days. It is all very 
well for Mr. Bussell to endeavour to bring back Lord Lymington to 
common sense, by asking whether he would submit his propositions 
in the National ^view to the approval of his constituency at a con¬ 
tested election. Does Mr. Bussell himself at any election, or let us 
gay, even at wy political meeting, either in this country, or in. 
Ireland, or in Ulster itself, habitually discuss the Irish rents as 
“ ordinary contracts ” in the sense in which he now uses the term? 

1 On another point I venture to differ from him with regard to 
the Plan of Campaign. The Plan, he says, has succeeded only, on 
ostates where the foldings are small and tho tenantry nnmorous. 
The facts do not seem to. bear out this proposition. I m^ be 
.jxuHmfimned, and. X do not pretend to have any special knowledge 
whidh is npt open to the rest of the world as to what is .going 
oniin Ireland, pt the present moment; X.do' no^ as I have|^;mdl 
abov«< onterta^; any leelings friendly to th* Plan of Campaign j Wt 
X am: boamdf ^ conless.lhat L can discqysvno; 

inaepn to. been in the slightpst degree 

been put tboi^ugUyiirto opexaliom , 
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is liho estste^ where the cosiditioiiis are the 

site those in which Mr. Bussell says the Plan 'haa alone been 
saooessfnl. Does Mr. Bussell oontead that the Hsu has failed 
there ? With regard to the O’Grady estate, thongh the Plan may 
not have succeeded on that property itself) it has snooeeded^ on 
precisely the same terms on two immediately adjoining properties, 
the Bnttah and the Tnthill estates, and on. nnmerons other estates 
in rich fertile .connties, (that is the point which Mr. Buanll aims 
at), the Grange Keith estate in Meath, and the Abergorry estate 
in Kildare, the Bly estate in Wexford, &o. On the Massereene 
property, 130 bat of 200 tenants joined the Plan, and it is highly 
improbaUe that -Lord Mas^reene will come as well out of the affiur 
as he would have done had he accepted the terms offered him. As 
to the statement that the Coolgreaney farms have been taken by 
other tenants, 1 have always nnderstood it to be the boast of the 
Campaignera that there is not an evicted farm in the "whole of 
Ireland which hss been taken by a genuine tenant farmer. If there 
are any at. Coolgreaney, which I very much doubt, this estate is 
apparmitly the one exception in the whole country. 

Before leaving his apology for the so-called “ law and order ” policy, 
Mr. Bussell refers to the relations between the Executive Government 
and the County Court judges in Ireland. He says that the former has 
no more control over the latter than it has over the Court of Queen's 
Beimh. That is not the impression of the general public, which is, 
of course, only informed by observations of events which have recently 
occurred before the world. It will be in the recollection of many 
people that three County Court judges. Dr. Webb, Mr. Hickson, and 
Mr. Henn (the latter gentleman Mr. Bussell does not mention), in 
different and distinct parts of Ireland, increased sentences on appeal 
on the 17th, 19th, and 20th of April. There were ten mes in all. 
The Times of April 18 reports that, on the 17th of April, Tlmmas 
Bice Henn, L.C., Becorder of Galway, in the cases Kilmartiu 
and Coffee, sentenced to six weeks’ imprisonment, increased the 
sentence to four months’ and three months’. The^ Times of the 
20th of April reports that'on the 19th of April, Dr. WeW?, I&C., 
in Don^l, increased Father MacFadden’s sentence from three 
m<mths to six months, and Mr. Blaine’s, M.P., frtim four to 
six months. On April 19, the MUtown Malbay cases were hedrd 
at Ennis, in co. Clare. The temporary County Court‘judge, Mr. 
Hickson, raised the sentence from three months to six monthS;.'. He 
also increased sentepces on Aprilv20, but these castes'preie: not 
repIlHted in the Times. It wae; certainly a. jcnziotis -j'ot^eidence! 
that the increase of these : sentences should’bS; made; ^by .^^ 
Court judges ^almost shnultaneeosly in .^ifihrsalit -‘Ir^utd, 

thing still is eifteE thb disouaiiioni 

lu Commons/, when the g^onnuneat House 



137 

had’ beea^mmredy 'to g^ve im ojnq^oartunity of considering this question, 
an ofSoial axmounoement appe«^ in the ^andard that there '«ras to 
be no &rthear increase ’^of sentences on a{>peal, a decision, I believe, 
which htw been adhered to up to the present time. 

But, after all, the kernel of Mr. Rnsseirs article is his sketch of 
prospective 'Isolation. The difficulties of the Government here are, 
of coarse, h^nitelj greater than merely in administering the Crimes 
Act. And Birmingham itself admits, in a recent manifesto, that 
“ coercion is no policy,” 

This is how Mr. JBussell proposes to add to the cares of the 
Government, now that the “ golden hours ” of the third Session of 
the present Parliament are practically gone. “We passed,” says 
Mr. Bussell, ''an Irish Land Act,” which was “good so far as it 
went, bnt that was not very far.” On another memorable occasion 
(in his speech on the acceptance of the Lords’ amendment), the 
Member for South Tyrone used very different language about this 
particular Act, than now in the Westminster Review'. It is 
refreshing how to find him so elated about that performance as to 
think it worth disputing to whom belongs the honour and glory of 
achieving it. But this unwarrantable militavi lum sine gloria reads 
very oddly after his former denunciations. Now he tells ns it was 
Devoimhire Hbusa and not the Tory party whj»>performed the mirade 
of putting flesh on the diy bones. “ Then Liberal Unionism was 
at its zenith.” I am quite prepared to accept the latter statement 
as tme in more senses than one. Only I should like to ask what 
kind of a miracle Liberal Unionism actually accomplished in this 
plenitude of its power? Was it one of healing or destruction? 
It is unnecessary to call any other witness than Mr. Bussell 
himself. A “deadly night’s work,” was his own expression of 
last year,' in describing the condition in which the Act finally 
emerged. Had that Act been what it ought to have been, had it 
dealt with the urgent question of arrears, no shadow of an excuse 
would have remained for a Plan of Campaign. If it is fair—and why 
is it not ?—^to judge from this past episode what is likely to be done 
fo^ Ireland by. the Liberal Unionists in the future; or rather, if we 
may guess firom the performances of the Liberal Unionist party at 
“the zenith of its power” what they will be as it approaches its 
nadir, the future prospect of Irish legislation is dismal indeed. 

Some-day weimnat bring* in a Local Government Bill,” says Mr. 
Bussell, iP the'most generous mood in which we have found him fbr a* 
long rime^pai^ but then he takes great care topomt out, what I believe 
to pen^lyienof that no such Bill as that before Parliament tbta 
SessbULcould bea|^edto Ireland any more than to'Scotlandi Mu 
reasons: iot sayi^ thiB,Kbowever,- are not qjirite the same as. ot&ei' > 
peopleW'^ LiUaimdk} iiue^e, for instance, from what source be' 
derived the iiMosmatioa: that in Ireland thU’rates of holdings uned 
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£4 yaluaticsi are paid by the landlord, and not the tenant. That is 
the case Trith the poor-rates, but Mr. Bnssell knows the Local 
GoTerament Bill (which, and not the Poor Law, he is discussing) 
deals with county taxation only, and not at all with pocn^ratos. The 
whole of the county cess in Ireland is paid by the tenant, and not by 
the landlord. So far from it being, as he says, a new departure for 
Parliament to authorize those who pay no rates to tax thbse who do, 
denying the latter class representation at the same time, that is 
exactly the state of adairs which exists in Ireland at the present 
moment! A grbss^ system of taxation without representation does 
not exist in the whole world ! The county cess is almost universally 
paid by the tenant, and he has no right to, nor does ho in practice 
obtain, any portion of it from the landlord. In a comparatively few 
cases of tenancies created since the Act of 1870 tlie county cess is 
•divided between the landlord and the tenant. Even where the 
valuation is under £4, the county cess is paid by the tenants. And 
this very county cess (including the rates for roads, piers, asylums, 
uonrt-houses, Ac.) is levied by a Grand Jury, which is appointed 
by the High Sheriff', who in turn is appointed by the Lord Lieu¬ 
tenant. In practice, the jurors are chosen from among the landlords 
-and agents of the counties. The new departure, therefore, which it 
is reserved to future legislators, whether English or Irish, to make, 
is to see that taxation and representation do go together in Ireland 
in the future, as they have not done in Ireland in the past.* 

I will not follow Mr. Russell into what he says of certain pro¬ 
posals for developing the resources of the country. Personally I am 
inclined to place the sums of money which are to be spent on Irish 
drainage to the debit of an account which England has wiHi Ireland, 
tmd which may be called “ The Cost of Misgovemment.” But that 
is a matter for the English and Scotch electors to look to themselves, 
and we cannot blame 2dr. Russell and his friends for endeavouring 
io get out of the British taxpayer as much as ever they can in fulfil¬ 
ment of what Mr. Arthur Balfour called the historic debt due to 
Ireland by England.” An important thing to notice is that Mr. 
Arthur Balfour acknowledged that there is sufficient capital in 
Ireland to do all that is needful in the way of improvements The 
difficulty is that Irish capital is pat into English instead of Irish 
investments, a circumstance altogether damning to the En^ii^ 
:govemment of Ireland. ' ' . 

When he comes to deal mth the important qnestioxi of the land, 
Mr. Rnssell f^kes a very useful note of warning to^l^ish landlcwds 

* tTodsr t|fe present arAneement the teiuiDtepay.^c<>nfit7 rdJI^i and^heland^ 
lords spend them. Boads and otim' eoantj works »ns<e3Ce<mte>d kgr i^ooi^ P^d the 
{pmeriand ^her the properUes tove bc^ improved in tl^.way^and maiae more 
vstoable, it dines notnnoommonly h»|^ that the tenant has to miy A (^Aond time 
in el inotitased rents. Aproof of tbi#,h>'*t fix the obUgft- 

ttoiji^h»f’3Iss i^n the Land Commisstnners, in hilag s lair rent, to consider the 
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and to thev/Goremmeot. ll!ho ^longer the solution is delayed, he 
says, the*worse it will be for the fomer. And yet there is no rock 
on wiMh it witt be easier for a Unioi^t Goyemment to wreck itself 
then oa 4fais>queBtioa of the huid^ To do Mr. Eussell justice, he 
puts Ms own propoi^s candidly and plainly before us. They are 
something aa follows compulsory scheme of purchase is not 

necessaiy. Where'the owner is a real and not merely a nominal , owner 
the matter may be left to private arrangement, the sale , being compul¬ 
sory only in- the case of estates in Chancery, or where the owner is 
only so in name. Where purchase does not take place, every class 
of holdings to be brought under the fair rent clauses of 1881. That 
is the main outline of Mr. Russell’s land scheme. In the firet place, 
he falls into a strange error with regard to Mr. Gladstone’s scheme, 
in describing it as “ compulsory.” Mr. Gladstone’s scheme merely 
gave to landlords the right to sell and be paid by the State. As to 
hiaown proposals, the words “private arrangement” have without 
doubt a very seductive sound. Nevertheless, they cannot hide from 
us the fact that when the “ arrangement ” has been made, and the 
State is called in to supply the purchase money, the State—^that is 
to say, the British taxpayer—would be likely to come out of it infinitely 
worse than under Mr. Gladstone’s rejected Land Purchase Bill. 
Two dangers of a most obvious character have to bo met at the 
outset, from which Mr. Gladstone’s Bill was free. In the first place, 
there would be the possibility of the tenants accepting terms which 
they could not fulfil (a danger which has recently been proved to 
be mo^t real); and, in the second place, there would be the danger 
that, in the absence of an Irish Executive having a strong interest in 
the matter of punctual payment by the tenants, much of the land 
might ultimately be left in the hands of the State (British taxpayer 
again). 

As an example of the first, we need not go beyond the state¬ 
ments of the Land Commission itself. They show how easily pres¬ 
sure may be brought to bear on tenants to purchase at unfair r^s. 
Mr. Arthur Balfour stated, in March 1887, in reply to a question put 
in the House of Commons, that the Land Commissioners had reported 
that up to the 10th of that month they had refused 434 applica¬ 
tions for loans amoiu3.tiiig to about £317,000. Of these, 67 weije 
subsequently sanctioned, the amount for the loan being reda<^d from 
about £61,000 to a little over £50,000. Now, what does thu^mean.? 
2h Ireland, laniards and tenants are in the’ position of joint owners. 
The tenantis about to buy^ the landlord’s share of the property. In con¬ 
sidering aecnrity the Land Commission have to look to the whole 
properiy«-r4.e.vthe Wdfo]^ share and the tenant’s share. It virtually 
comea-the^Q)^'^^^m,nt|iat iu these, sixty^eyen casfs the tenants 
had agreed; to the landlord’s share ‘£1.1,0^ more than the 

vidue of the pri)p^y ol li^ords and isiumta |K 0 it together. 
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Te^rd to the second danger, I do not think I can put tbe matter 
more Olearly than it may be gathered :&om a Be^it'bf the Irish 
I^d donidniaeioners of Angnst 1886 and AingnSt'1887; Special 
T^erence it m^e in that Report to the case of an estate in the 
coiin^ of Louth which occurred under the Church Act* I gi?e the 
liond Commissioners’ own remarks with regard to it in eaienio. They 
show the danger of any Land Purchase Scheme where the pecfple of 
the country are not in sympathy with the Government: 

** As one example of the difSculties we have to contend mth, we mention 
the fc^owing case in the county of Louth. A purchaser and mortgagor 
who owed twelve half-yearly instalments was evicted from his fam, after 
all attempt at (H>mpromise had failed. The farm was then set up for sale, 
and we were obliged to buy it in, as the sale was * boycotted.’ The farm 
still remains on our hands, though it is a very desirable piece of land and 
dose to the town of Ardee, and in addition to the heavy costs and expenses 
which we have already incurreil, we have now to pay a caretaker to take 
charge of the property. The certainty that we have felt that a similar 
result would follow whenever we endeavoured to effect a sale of land of 
which we had dispossessed the purchaser for non-payment of his liabilities, 
has seriously embarrassed us in the administration of the Church estate, 
and such interference ns we have noticed above with the free purchase of 
land set up for sale, in order to realize the public charge thereon, must, if 
extended, materially diminish the income of the Church property, and 
proportionally lessen the security on which lai'ge advances of money have 
been made by the State.” 

After that, what becomes of Mr. Russell’s remarks about us having 
always the security of the land ? This evidence directly leads to only 
one conclusion, and that is, that no Land PurcFase Scheme is ^fe or 
prudent in the present condition of Ireland, unless you first estaMish 
on Irish Executive, having a strong interest in the punctual fulfil¬ 
ment of the bargains. Since Mr. Russell’s article was written, the 
Government have announced that they intend to deal with the Land 
Commission Bill and the Land Purchase Bill “ after the holidays." 
Thair policy, that is to say, is to extend, by advancing English 
mohey in driblets to the Irish landlords, the system of Lord Ash¬ 
bourne’s Act. 

Finally, there is the question of Horae Rule. There is nothing 
of novelty in tbe objections which Mr. Russell nuses now on behalf 
of the Irish Dissentient Liberal party. He has merely their old 
worn-out story to tell, of fear of religious intolerance, of fear of 
putting prosperous Belfast in the power of retrograde Dublin and 
stationazy Cork, of the League audits alleged conhe)ctibh with crime, 
and closes his remturks- in a style familiar, trafcMtiuitely, tcT' the 
present House of Commons, with A reference to '^at ’Mi‘; 'tyBrien 
has ,^1^ the ♦* two stock hbrirbrC of the couhty of Itbrry.*’ I mean 
3 ^0^ Ktamaurice and the Cnrtni Casefe.' "; Oh iibt oitb tit these 
he^ new to tell which is’nbt rafichlly^iipposed 

to^e 'Lcannot go into the ’WHble^ of the- iuMtcnracies in thia 
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eeotdoa tliA arliele^ 6:i^ifuative reply to them would cause 

me to go oltogetimr heycmd Ibounds o£ au article in this Ee\iew. 
What^ for, ixistaiicej does Mr. EiisseE.mean by alluding to Mr. Swift 
MacNeiE, .as if he were the only Protestant Home Euler in the 
House , <}f Commons,? 1. fanded this point had been pretty well 
thrashed', out at the General Election. Among the . Protestant 
membera of the Irish party in the House of Commons are to be counted 
Mr. Parnell, Mr. Abraham, Mr. W. A. Macdonald, Mr. Pierce 
Mahony, Mr. Jordan, Dr. Tanner, Mr. Pinkerton, and the only 
Englishman who belongs, to that party, Mr. Douglas Pyne. Mr. 
Dickson, whom Mr. Russell sneers at as being unable to obtain a 
seat, has entered the House of Commons since the article was written. 

In dealing with the prosperity of Belfast, as compared with the 
backwardness of Dublin or Cork, a subject the Unionists are never 
tired of handling, Mr. Russell shows, I think, less than his usual 
astuteness. He damages his case by proving a great deal too much. 
What is to be* gained by showing that Belfast, in addition to being 
superior in certain signs of wealth to Dublin and Cork, is also 
superior to Glasgow and Leith ? It cannot be true, surely, that 
Glasgow and Leith rank lower in the order of British ports than 
Belfast, on account of any baneful influence which has been eserted 
over them by the Irish Parliamentary party. Yet that is, strictly 
speaking, the logical conclusion to be drawn from Mr. Russell's 
statement. , One of his premisses is that the prosperity of Belfast is 
not due to geographical advantages or to British rule, but to the 
absence of .Nationalist influences, and his conclusion is that the 
less fortunate history of Dublin and Oork is owing to their 
Nationalist government. But neither Glasgow nor Leith, he adds, 
are equal to Belfast in the Customs return of the tonnage which 
was cleared in those ports in 1887, The logical conclusion, there¬ 
fore, from Mr. Russell’s ai'gument (if it has any meaning 
at all) in the absence of any proof that the Irish parliamentary 
party have been to blame for the poverty of the less favoured parts 
of Ireland, is that all cities that are less wealthy than Belfast have 
suffered .from the machinations of the Pamellites. Mr. Rim^U also 
seems to forget that his argument can only be relevant a^inst the 
grating of. Home Rule^ when he can show (what every one knows to 
be historically untrue) that the government of the less favour^ 
district^ has hitherto been a free government, and a government 
the people themselves.. We will assume for the moment that it is 
true; that^t^ pemparativQ. prosperity of Belfast is not due tp.the 
as{4irt»3io& of .^tiih rule.. That is not the* question. T^e pomt is, 
hse not Britii^ i^e .beep responsible for the ^retrograde or, ^tiopi^ 
cctud^iopof pi^ of Ireland; and. ee you haye..i]^yer 
geupiue;f^tpi^in{i^t,oji<8elf-goyernm^^^ in Ireiand,.i|'u impo^hle 
say . thei^; positupi. would Have - been that ^veipm^t 
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existed. We have nothing left but the task, uncongenial to an 
Englishman, of discussing how far his count£ 7 “has been responsible 
for the backward condition of the greater part of Ireland. And any 
one wishing to preach a sermon on this matter could not do better 
than take for hiS text a sentence of a speech made by Hr. Arthur 
Balfour in the House of Commons on Monday, July 3, 1888 : 

Of all the transactions of which Englishmen have to be ashamed 
in their dealings with Ireland, those by which the English Parliament 
use their superiority over the Irish Parliament to destroy the budding 
industries of Ireland are perhaps the most shameful,’' 

But it is easy to understand Mr. Bussell’s object in emphasizing the 
prosperity of Ulster. He has merely fancied for the moment that he 
is addressing his own constituents. His mode of conciliating them 
is strictly suitable to the case. It is the old appeal to fears, which 
are- in reality as groundless as they an^ easy to cultivate among any 
fairly well-to-do set of men, of their receiving less than justice at 
the hands of the majority of their fellow-countrymen, Especially when 
the minority are threatened with the loss of an ascendency and an 
imdue political influence such as the Ulster men have hitherto 
possessed by means of their connection with the dominant officialism 
in Ireland. Of course, in talking about its pre-eminent prosperity, 
Mr. Russell takes good care to refer to the north-east portion of 
Ulster rather than to the whole of Ulster. He forgets, however, 
that the more he limits the district for the sake of which he would 
refuse the rights of self-government to the rest of the country, the 
more insignificant and absurd the argument becomes. The objection 
(as every capable elector knows) is levelled at the veiy root of all 
Liberalism. Wealth and prosperity alone are to have the upper hand 
even in matters touching civil and political rights. 

However, it is the Irish Parliamentary party which is the real 
bugbear of Mr. Russell and his friends. He certainly does not 
mince matters with them. Possibly he goes even a little beyond 
what might be called the usual courtesy in such cases: And when 
a political argument becomes a discussion of individual men’s cha¬ 
racters, the wisest thing to 'do, perhaps, is to leave the gieneral public 
or a court of law to settle the dispute. Easy as it would be to make 
any number of retorts to Mr. Russell, it is fortunately unnecessary 
to do so. We who support the policy of Home Rule for Ireland 
are perhaps wxbng in not saying oftener and in plainer language 
that we cannot entertain as valid the objection to the clsdm for self- 
government (which by the Franchise Act we have permitted Ireland 
to make) which is drawn from the fact that a zmnori^ ^ the IHsh 
people distrust the character of the < representatives of the vast 
majority, Eve^ one who entertains this ol:!ieotibn; instead of being 
a Hibma%i|er» te Hr. Hewitt called hiin^lf in the laM number of 
the hhs not even oommeubed to' master the rudiments 
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of the problem of Home Bale.. He sticks at the very first fence he 
comes to. Mr. Hewitti’e contention is that “ the Government must 
act for the benefit of the whole people, and its measures must be 
so framed as not to despoil ,pne class for the profit of another, to 
sacrifice tb® greater part of the country for the benefit of those who 
are backwmd and impoverished.” But how, in the name of reason, 
are you going to ascertain what are the measures which are really 
for the benefit of tho whole people ? Is it by refusing to listen to 
the voice of the majority ? If so, then your position is plain. It 
is the old story. The people do not know their own business pr 
interests, but somebody else knows them a great deal better. How 
anybody can use this argument and still call himself a Liberal, &r- 
less a Home Euler, I am totally unable to understand. It is a most 
respectable argument when it comes from the mouth of any oiie who- 
is prepared to maintain that a “ benevolent despotism ” is as good 
any day as a constitutional democracy. Were tho Times to be- 
successful in proving Mr. Parnell the accomplice of assassins, even 
that should not prejudice tho question of Home Eule in the very 
slightest. It is not to tho Pamellites we are giving local self-govern¬ 
ment, but to the people of Ireland. 

But let us look for a moment at the kind of objections which are 
now being raised to the present Irish Parliamentary party. Let us 
grant—^what I conceive to be absolutely unproven and unlikely,to be 
pi’oved—^that that party is not what could be desired, even in tho 
unsettled circumstances of Ireland herself. What even then does the 
argument amount to ? Mr. Hewitt goes into great detail, and there 
is scarcely a single point which could be made against the Paraellite 
party which he omits to mention. But it all comes to this in the 
end ; that the Pamellites have been the main instruments by which 
the popular party in Ireland has been enforcing its will. Take the 
National League, for instance. What is it but a substitute for a 
National Government in a country where none, in the true sense of 
the word, exists ? Even its friends and members contend that it is 
nothing more than a substitute, a pis oiler, for happier system, 
under which the people would get their way by more constitutional 
methods. Instead of being, as there ought to be in Ireland, one 
Government drawing to itself and employing all the chief political 
talent of the country, and its beat administrative capacity, there are 
at the present moment virtually two Governments or sets of offimals, 
the government and officials of Mr. Balfour and the government and 
officials of Mr. P^ell. The marvel, under the circunmtauces-—and 
Goufidering th® enormous wesdth and influence, and the channels ,of 
promotion,'whi^ are all on the side of the British rule—is that tha 
men who hhve.Ff^lM^ National League and the men who have 
come :to the oox the National side generally have been men of 
stamp they I can you expect such a state of thix^, 
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be oondadTe to the existence of a healthy- system ? ^e reoraiting 
ground is too small to support two great rind offit^dians. 

It is useless to compla^ of the character the taen whom Ireland 
elects as her representatives. For what is the remedy that you propose ? 
To.refhse Home Rale and govern by a Crimes Act! Surely that is 
a grand “ preparadon for freedom ”! The “ classes ” of this country 
profess to wish above all things to prevent violent men coming to 
the front ia Ireland. The course taken is certain not to reduce, but 
to increase, the power of these men. I believe, of course (as nearly 
ali do who are in favour of Home Rule), that the patience of her 
people and their belief in the ultimate justice of England will win 
in ^e long run. But before that happy consummation is reached, 
we have a serious fear that a resolute persistence in such wise 
methods as those which Lord Salisbury’s Government are now 
employing will end in making all Ireland a bear-garden instead of, 
as at present, three-fourths. 

I canndt conclude this review of the allegations of the Irish 
Dissentient Liberals without a brief reference to the two solitary 
cases in which the National League has recently been accused of 
complicity with crime. Mr. Russell says he could “ pile case uiwn 
case of a like character.” I invite him to do so. If he knows such 
cases why has he not already produced them ? Wliy, in the House 
of Commons and at public meetings, and again in the Westminster 
Review, has he never mentioned any other than these two stock cases 
(both of them occurring, too, in the county in which, of all others, the 
National League has always been weakest, and where at the present 
it is actually non-existent) ? No other Cases were referred to by 
Mr. €k>schen and Mr. Chaplin in the recent debate on Mr. John 
Morley’s motion. And this happened in the face of Mr. William 
O’Brien’s boast in the House of Commons that not a crime had been 
committed by the tenants on any of the Plan estates. 

Still the cases are, perhaps, worth going into more thoroughly than 
Mr. Russell attempts. So far as I have been able, from a pretty 
careful investigation of them, to gather, the following may be taken as 
verifiable facts regarding both cases:—In the case of the Curtins, 
thb local and central branches of the National League' had always 
denounced the boycotting. Father O’Connor, the parish priest, who 
was president of the local branch, tried his best to dissuade the people 
from having recourse to it. Mr. Davitt, Mr. John O’Connor, M.P., 
and Mr. Alfred Webb appear to have visited the district on behalf 
of the executive for the purpose of removing the ** Ix^cott \ ” and so 
inaccurate U Mr. Russell’s account of the matter, that in the number 
of the Westmikster Review following that in whidi !&[r. Russell’s 
article appeaced, Mr. Alfred Webb expressly contradicts the statement 
that he was ** iiobbted” by membem 6t the Imh part^ iithen he intended 
to deiimnb^ thebc^cottmg of the Curtins at the Central Leagne. 
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The fiujt is that tibe National League had no connection whatever^ 
directly or indirei(^ly, with the boycotting ot the Curtins. It was 
got up entii^fy by the relativea of the man, who were shocked, by 
the b^aviour of Mr. Curtin on the moonlight raid on his house. 

The case of the Fitzmanrices is more complicated. 1 believe the 
facts are somewhat as follows:—James Fitzmanrlce, the-murdered 
man, was. tenant to Mr. Samuel Murray Hussey on what is known 
as the Harenc property in Noi-th Kerry. The manner in which Mr. 
Hussey became owner of the Harenc property led to very bad blood 
in the district, and the National League had in reality never a strong 
foothold there. Mr. Hussey outbid the tenants when the property 
was sold some ten or twelve years ago, and the tenants at the sale, 
through want of funds, were unable to fight the case out to the end. 
But this fmlure on their part to attempt to purchase under the 
Bright clauses led to great irritation, and there has since been a 
more or less excited feeling in the district. James Fitzmaurice held 
jointly with his brother Edmund. Both were evicted some two years 
ago for non-payment of rent (which, by the way, was four times the 
(government valuation!). James was readmitted tenant of the 
whole farm in May 1887, and the taking by him of his brother’s 
holding, as might be expected, led to his being extremely unpopular 
in the locality. He was accused of having grabbed his brother’s 
land, and was in consequence boycotted. It is true that the Lixnaw 
branch of the National League passed a resolution condemning his 
conduct in October 1887, but that did not initiate the boycotting. 
•The boycotting began immediately on his taking his brothei-’a 
farm, and was organized mainly by his brother’s friends.^ For 
some time previously the local branch had a rather flickering exist¬ 
ence, but (and this is a most important point) so long as it did 
exist, not a hair in the head of James Fitzmaurice was touched. 
The League branch was suppressed under the Crimes Act towstrds 
the end of 1887, and its restraining influence was withdrawn from 
the wilder spirits of the locality'. "What was the consequence ? On 
the 31st of January 1888, nearly three months after the proclamation 
of the League, Fitzmaurice was murdered. The organ of the 
National League in Kerry is the Ka'ry Sentinel, and that paper 1 
understand has scarcely published an issue for the past six yeafs in 
which it has not vigorously and earnestly denounced crime and* 
besought the people to shun it as they would poison. Downing, the 
former secretary of the Lixnaw branch of the League, who is now 
imprisoned for the alleged incitement of the people to boycott NOT^h 

^ I SQbjoia'a copy of the resolation passed by the Lixnaw i»anch. in October 1887; 

Tbat wo teoprd our most indignant protert ^inst the despicable, bas 9 |M<l 
vindictive S^oxi of Ifr. S. M. Hussey In evicting Eugtne Costeuo for one i^e at 
rent, tbe.sokreofiluHf bblng that Mr. Coatelio has. bimaell i»rovided shelter fQr...an 
evicted.tentmt.jB^uxid.JfitBman ; and we hereby oatt:up(ai the people to m^hy 
every their disapprobation for the oosdnct of iramee Titamatirice 

who.r^.M Inhauan as to grab hia hrotber'a luih”. 
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Fitzmaurice, was not connected with’ the League when the alleged 
oflFence was committed. The League was suppressed^ and when the 
alleged incitement took place his action was merely that of an indi- 
yiduah Moreover, the Central branch of the League in Dublin has 
always denounced causeless boycotting of this kind, and dissolved or 
reprimanded the branches guilty of such misconduct. 

However, it is scarcely necessary to prolong the discussion of these 
two cases. Mr. Alfred Webb, in his letter to Mr. T. W. Russell, 
puts the matter as well as it could bo expressed when he says tliat 
the Curtins have been “ the victims of a vitiated and debased public 
opinion, induced by ages of injustice and neglect.” 

Ihere is but one remedy for this state of affairs, a radical re¬ 
constitution of Irish government. That is all wo contend for. The 
past has proved every other to be an impossibility. Coercion can do 
nothing. Even emigration will not help. Let me close this article 
with the. reflections of a great champion of Toryism upon the 
state of Scotland in the last century, every word of which is now 
singularly applicable to the people of Ireland at this moment. I 
commend them to every one who is sincerely interested in Irish affairs, 
including under that category the Irish Dissentient Liberals:— 

“ But if they are driven from their native country by positive evils and 
disquieted by ill-treatment, real or imaginary, it were fit to remove their 
grievances and quiet theii' resentment; since, if they have been hitherto 
undutiful subjects, they will not much mend their principles by American 
conversation. That they may not fly from the increase of rent, I know 
not whether the general good does not require that the landlords be for a 
time restrained in their demands and kept quiet by pensions proportionate 
to their loss. To soften the obdurate, to convince the mistaken, to modify 
the resentful, are woi'thy of a statesman; but it affords a legislsdior little 
self-applause to consider that where there was formerly an insurrection 
there is now a wilderness.” 


R. Stewart Menzies. 



BOTH SIDES OF JEWISH CHAEACTER. 


It is dlfficnlt to realize that barely half a century ago the Jews, as 
a people, were denounced by members of the House of Commons 
—Cbbbett among them—as nothing more than a miserable set of 
grovelling money-grubbera No nation has set its seal more indelibly 
upon the history of mankind than the Hebrew nation. While other 
peoples cultivated science, philosophy, and art, the Hebrews, ad¬ 
vancing along the line of their moral consciousness, ajiplied them¬ 
selves to the ways of God, and to solving the problem of human life. 
In the infancy of civilization, when our island was as savage as New 
Guinea, when letters and arts were still unknown to Athens, when 
scarcely a thatched hut stood on what was afterwards the site of 
Home, this des]iised people had their fenced cities, their cedar palaces, 
their splendid Temple, their fleets of merchant ships, their schools of 
sacred learning, their great warriors and statesmen, their historians 
and their poets. What nation ever contended more manfully against 
overwhelming odds for its independence and for its religion ? What 
nation ever, in its last agonies, gave such signal proofs of what may 
be accomplished by a brave despair ? And if, in the course of many 
centuries,the oppressed descendants of warriors and sages degenerated 
from the qualities of their fathers; if, while excluded from the pro¬ 
tection of the law, and bowed down under the yoke of slavery, they 
contracted some of the vices of outlaws and of slaves, we cannot 
coMider this os matter of reproach to them, but rather as a deep 
shame and condemnation to those who, while professing and caUing 
themselves Christians, violated the first principle of their moral code, 
which their great Founder had declared comprised the Law and the 
Prophets. For religious persecution there has often, perhaps gene¬ 
rally, been available this great redeeming plea, that the persecutor 
believed he was doing God service; that intellectual error on vital 
matters of faith was the most deadly of all moral diseases, and would 
undoubtedly bring whomsoever was attacked by it to the everlasting 
torments of the second death; it was consequently the duty of the 
civil magrntrate to extirpate heresy as he would (if he could) extir¬ 
pate cholera or the black death. Not hot zeal, however, but cold 
lucre, prompted.the greater number of the persecutions suffered 
the Jews; and, so far from loving their neighbour as themselves, the 
Christlaiis mustered that very neighbour from whom they had re* 

K 2 ■ 



The IVestminster Review, 


148 

ceived their Gospel—^that Gospel which was the fulfilling of the Law. 
“ Prosperity doth best discover vice, but advershij doth best discovei:' 
virtue ” says Bacon; andi great as were the Jews in their inotperity^ 
they were still greater when the ploughshare had passed over the 
holy city. Before that tremendous hour they frequently yielded to 
the e^cample of their neighbours, and fell away from tWr sublime 
monotheism. This, if not a sign of national decadence and collapse, 
was at least contemporary with it; for when their iaibh burnt bright 
and clear their independence was unquestioned, but when they 
sought after ** the gods of the nations,” a hostile army encircled 
Mount Moriah. But all such vacillating ended with their national 
existence. And certainly the heroism of the defenders of every 
other creed fades into insignificance before this martyr people, who 
for thirteen centuries confronted all the evils that the fiercest fanar 
tioism conld devise. They were no ascetic monks, be it remembered, 
dead to all the hopes and passions of life, but men who appreciated 
keenly the worldly advantages they relinquished, and whose afiections 
had become all the more lively on account of the narrow circle to which 
they were confined. Enthusiasm and the strange phenomena of ecstasy 
which have exercised so large an influence in the history of persecution, 
which have nerved so many martyrs with superhuman courage, and have 
deadened or destroyed the anguish of so many fearful tortures, were 
here almost unknown. Persecution came to the Jewish nation in 
its most homble forms, yet surrounded by every circumstance of 
petty annoyance that could destroy its grandeur; and in such guise 
it continued for centuries their abiding portion. But above all this 
the genius of that wonderful people rose supreme. While those 
around them were grovelling in the darkness of besotted ignorance; 
while juggling miracles and lying relics were the Giemes upon which 
almost all Europe was expatiating; while the intellect of Christen¬ 
dom had' sunk into a deadly torpor, in which all love of inquiry and 
all search for truth were abandoned—^the Jews were still pursiimg 
the paths of knowledge, amassing learning and stimulating progress 
with the same unflinching constancy that they manifested in the 
tenacious maintenance of their faith, which last they did in the spirit 
of Byron’s stanza: 

" But the Gods of the heathen shall never profane 
The shrine where Jehovah disdiuned not to reign: . 

And scattered and scorned as Thy people may be. 

Our worship, O Father, is only for Thee.” 

Th^ were the most skilfnl physicians, the ablest financiers, and 
among the most profound phUosophers;! while they wore only 
^ second to the Moors in the cultivation of ^tiiral science. Bishops, 
princes, priests, and popes had each in p: vate ;his Hebrew doctor, 
all of, 'i 9 :hom jrere^ viewed by the vulg^ with, wonder, fear, and 
.hatrj^/‘thus, physicish' t(| the Bold, men 
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told, with bated breath, how at a eingle meal, in the presence of the 
king and the 'tt'hole cS the court, he had deiwared a waggon-load of 
haj, horses, driTer, and alL Isaac Ben Soleitnan, Jehuda of Fez, 
Amram, Ebu Zohr ^hon Tybhon of Toledo, &o. &c., in medicine; 
Djnah and Ben Kimchi, in grammar and criticism; Izaac Ben 
Soleiman, in philosophy : Shabtai Donolo and Abba Mari, in astro¬ 
nomy; .Basohij^'Hhe prince of commentators,” and the greatest 
French physician of his age; Ben Ezra, in mathematics. Against 
these kingly shadows in the majestic past, mediasval Christendom 
can oppose the name of Boger Bacon alone, and the Chttndr rewarded 
his magnificent labours with fourteen years’ imprisonment. “ What 
are all the schoolmen,” triumphantly asks Lord Beaconsfield, 
Aquinas himself, to Maimonides ? ” Bat the most important seiv 
vice which this people has rendered to mankind was in sustaining 
commercial activity. For centuries they were almost its only re« 
presentatives. They sustained commerce, and commerce, naturally 
tolerant, in its turn tolerated and defended them. As well during 
the period of their national life, as throughout the progress of the 
eighteen centuries of their cosmopolitan exile, the historic course of 
the Hebrew people has been by far the most unique that the world 
has witnessed. Their record has been the despair alike of the 
philosophical historian and of the scientific theologian. In discuss¬ 
ing M. Comte’s theory of the threefold stages of religious develop¬ 
ment—feticism, polytheism, and monotheism—Dr, Martineau 
says that the Jews always were a troublesome people, and they 
would be up in the morning and at their devotions long before 
M. Comte rang the bell for prayers. The Greeks are our masters 
in philosophy and art; the Bomans in jurisprudence. But the 
Greeks and the Bomans were modem and ephemeral when com¬ 
pared with the race that obeys the law of Mbses. And the Greeks 
«nd the Bomans. have passed away, but the elder Hebrew stock 
remoinB. The legendary doom of Ahasuerus, their countryman, 
seems to be partly accomplished upon the whole of his race: th^ 
seem to be predestined to* walk the earth, a separate people, till the 
Second Advent of the Son of Man. 

** From sea to sea, from shore to shore, 

Outcast from hearth and home, 

* 'a 

Go wander on for evermore, 

. Until the Master come. 

Ages have rolled and ages roll, 

. - * Kingdoms and crowns decay, 

Yet soimds that voice within his soul 
, . Until the Judgment Day, 

fie re^th not by sea nor shore, 

• ' • ' fie knows nor hearth npr home, ■ . 

For evermore, for evermore^ , . , 

- rile Master come.’’--.W,.!P,,GBBo. 
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In the modem world the Jews hare had cotaparatiTely speaking 
fair end, reason of tins laacgely increased apoiituieity, their 
great qualities and, no less, the defects of theur.qnslilaes,” hove 
notal^ discovered themselves. The facililies of modem commerce, 
the altered face of the world, and still more its alterfad conrse 
thonght, have tended yet further to manifest the direction and the 
limitation of Hebrew capacity. No other ccmsidwjdile nation has 
traversed the lapse of ages canying along with it its homogeneity 
and its exclusive polity, sustained in great part by its mono^eism, 
its refusal to intermany, its separate aud peculiar food, aud'^last, 
but not least—^its Sabbath, reminding the great world of commerco 
that a cosmopolitan caste of which it must take no mean account is 
in the midst of it, yet not wholly of it, and must so abide, for eveT. 
No doubt in many of the mediaeval persecutions of the Jews the 
love of gold animated the Christians at least as much as their zeid 
for the Gospel. The modem persecutions, or rather the social 
revolts of which^they are now the owjasion and the victims, are due 
entirely to their mercantile idiosyncrasies. In Bussia, for instance, 
as Consul Wagstaff tells us, “ the Jews are compared to parasites 
that have settled on a plant not vigorous enough to throw them off, 
and which is being gradually sapped of its vitality.” It is not 
.simply that in imperfectly organized communities the Jews are the 
bankers, moneylenders, innkeepers, and middlemen; but they arc 
all this, not as separate individuals, but as a highly organized guild 
of foreigners, spreading its tentacles over the whole country till all 
the material resources are at last in its gi'asp. Those who are familar 
with the history of France will remember that something of the 
sorb happened in that country during the thirteenth century. The 
commercial specialities of the race are sometimes said to have beem 
forced upon them by their Christian persecutors, but a formidable 
array of Old Testament and Talmudic testimcmy is at hand to show 
that these marks for the hostility of mankind had a strictly national 
origin. The most evangelical of their prophets has said: Ye ^all 
eat the riches of the Gentiles, and in their glory shall ye boast your> 
selves, and strangers Gentiles) shall stand and fe^ your flocks, 
and the sons of the alien shall be yonr ploughmen and your vine 
dressers.” The Jew was forbidden by the Mosaic Law to lend on 
usury to one of his own nation, but he was permitted to take usury 
f»d Wnlum from the Gentile. If, moreoyer, the explanation ,of the 
learned Hebrew, Dr. Adler, is correct, the origin of these unamiable 
trmts is still more manifest, for he says that the enrdinaiy JiSwish 
character is founded rather on the Talmud than on the Old-Testament, 
and in this respect the T^mnd is vmy pronounced. - lliis mky b» - 
80 , and yet it hardly accounts for the utterly materkiiisMc tenllen^ 
wiSch ihs peepte. iave developed ^kt this Utter .dSy.' . Bdersheim 
(iTklsfy ende#oun» fb adebnat fer ltd>y the ordeal the 
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race passed through. > daring the Middle Ages, and in less degree up 
to the beginnii^ of the present century, and he says that they had 
thus engrafted upon riiem thp materialistic hardness of the Teutonic 
race. May we not add that, finding this world so stem a school, 
taught from their infancy that justice and mercy were the last things 
they might expect from the peoples among whom they sojourned, 
the belief that this world is ruled by a Providence “whose mercy is 
over all his works ” as a liwng sentiment almost died out of their 
religious consciousness, being gradually displaced by the despairing 
thought. of Isaiah, “ Verily Thou art a God that hidest Thyself.” 
Another cause of the unpopularity of the Jews is that they are 
extremely pushing; all Jews are vain, and hence self-assertive, which 
indeed is the case of all Orientals, except a few of the highest type; 
but they are not more pushing than the Scotch were or than the 
Greeks are, or than the Germans are in England, or the Poles in 
Germany when they come into contact with the Jews. The success 
of the Jew is owing to his quickness of insight—^his strenuousness,. 
BO- invaluable in this our day ; on the other hand, his defects are 
weighty and not few. 

The Hebrew’s have never founded a State of any magnitude, though 
they have always been more numerous than the Romans who 
couquered the world, and now exceed in numbers any of the minor 
peoples (jf Europe, being soraewdiere about six millions three hundred 
thousand. The anti-Jewish prejudices of Central Europe are still 
strong,, especially in the Balkans, where an idea is entertained that 
the Jews are. much too favourable to^the Mahomedans, with whom 
they have ties of ceremonial and even of theological kinship. They 
are, therefore, shamefully persecuted. Prince Alexander, however, 
not only protected them, but accepted the services of a whole bat¬ 
talion of five hundred men, composed exclusitely of Jews—an inci¬ 
dent without a precedent in the history of Europe. The Hebrews have 
never made even an eflbrt to become a nation, which, in recent times 
at all events, would have been easy for them, on better soils than 
Palestine. With a momentary exception in Moorish Spain they have 
never dominated any people, or conciliated any people, even in the 
East, where they have had fair chances, or founded any great city, 
or done anything, except in theology, of which history hitherto has 
found itself compelled to take great notice. They have never, since 
the Maccabees, produced a great soldier, for Massena was only second 
rate.; the! Jewish Chief of the Staff on the Austrian side. Marshal 
Behedek, did not succeed at Sadowa; and we cannot’yet credit them 
with a'Statdshiiua of the first class. Lord Beaconsfield was hasdly 
mofre'than, a i'great 'party le^r in politics, though h^ had a pertain 
genku for ap^tfi^^Mtuding the pasring waves dt emoripn in the Biirish 
peopki-'iH^ never oyerthrqwn a Government, 

Ct^orieihs |»d^di.ia failiire at Bordeanx, M^.-Eould was only a cleel^F 



151 The Westminster R^ew, 

headed banker, Sir Drnmmond'Wolff has scarcely made his mark; 
and, if M. Gambetta was, as the Jewish papers' said, Hebrew by 
descent, he%as at once the strongest representciti're of the race and 
the one whose blood was least pure. The Jews have nelver produced 
a ver^ great engineer, and, curiously enough, have not risen to the 
frorit rank among the captains of industry. There has been no man 
of the race who as an inventor is on a level with Arkwright i or as 
manufacturer with Titus Salt; or as contractor with Lord Bfassoy. 
The Jew has not the constructive faculties in any unusual degfee, 
and still less the industrial (not but what he w'ill work veiy hard 
indeed in his appropriate sphere) ; in fact, he produces nothing— 
neither buildings, nor food, nor ships. But he has strenuousness, 
which in many departments compensates for industry. He succeeds 
as a lawyer, as in the case of Sir George Jessel; as an official; as in 
the case of Mr. Goschen; as a professor, as in the case of Ewald and 
Neander; as an advocate, as in the case of Air. Justice Cohen; as a 
Farliamentary debater, as in the case of Lord Beaconsfield; as a 
proprietor of journals, as in the case of Mr. Levy Lawson; as a 
physician—but we do not for the moment remember a name of special 
eminence ; and iu many walks of literature, occasionally, as in Heine’s 
case, rising to the highest. That he is a great wealth-maker we 
should, if we had the courage to defy a universal prepossession, be 
inclined to deny, for he adds nothing to the wealth of the world, and 
the mass of his nation remains, therefore, poor to penury, no poverty 
surpassing that of Kussian, Polish, German, and Austrian Jews— 
that is, of the enormous majority; but he has mastered the 
secret that money is to be made rapidly by the distribution of pro¬ 
ducts; he has been compelled by the oppression of ages to 
comprehend exactly the value of paper “ securities,” and the 
mode of dealing with them; and, his intellect being exactly fitted 
to the work, whenever he gets fair play in those departments of life 
he beats all competitors, e.xcept perhaps the Armenians and Porsees, 
The Armenians have never invaded the orderly countries, and have 
therefor^ never been able-to accumulate freely; and the Parsees have 
confined their great capacities to rather too narrow a field, the trhde 
of India and a few ports of the Southern Asiatic Coasts. Neither. 
Armenian, Parsee, nor Christian, however, will labour as Jew 
labours in his own groove, take half the trouble, or watch oppcMunity 
with half the aggressive intelligence. Within hia not extensive' 
limits the Jew succeeds, and nobody succeeds like huh, JM is 

extremely strenuous, rarely burdens himself with morc^ e^ucati^-thah 
he m^eda—for though Jews are, in some departments, aaumg the-most 
cultivated of mmikind, the majority c^ 'more leu 'be lii^ists,? 
ipathei|satiam!p,.and ma^rs,pf the 'nr^shf 

hia je^ taking into accQaht‘:>thjs,a.bp7a oohsideratiepm* aad» 
m^eoveri^tbat be has the sympathy sad suceo his mxtire pidophs, 
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no wonder that he risee more i^pidly and with less friction than his 
compeers,, till in some places, every^pyopiinent person seems to he 
more or le^s a Jew, and. Dr., Stocker’s fierce epigram becomes 
literally true; “ at the post-mortem , examina,tion of a body lately, 
there wore present the district physician, the lawyer, the surgeon, 
and a fourth official, all Jews, and none but the corpse was German.” 
Their pride of race alike in the good and bad aspect of that senti¬ 
ment has never been surpassed. They not only regard themselves 
as of a higher and holier polity than the rest of the world, but they 
look down on other races as both parv'enu and stupid. Compare 
Lord Beaconsfield when he is speaking of the English or the Irish 
and when the subject is his own people. Who has ever forgot¬ 
ten that paean in honour of his race which Sidonia sings in 
Coningsly f —» 

“ In consequence of what transpired at Madrid I went straight to Paris 
to consult the President of the French Council. 1 beheld the son of a 
French Jew, a hero, an imperial Marshal, and very properly so, for who 
should be military heroes if not those who worship the Lord of Hosts ? 
And is Soult a Hebrew} Yes, and several of the French Marshals and the 
most famous Massena for example—his real name was Manassch. . . . You 
see, my dear Coningsby, that the world is governed by very different 
personages to what is imagined by those who are not behind the scenes. 
Favoured by nature and by nature’s Cod we produced the lyre of David; 
we gave you Isaiah and Ezekiel; they are our Olynthians, our Philippics. 
Favoured nature we still remain ; but in exact proportion as Ave liave 
been favoured by nature we have been persecuted by man. After a 
thousand struggles—after acts of heroic courage that Homo lists never 
equalled—deeds of divine patriotism that Athens and Spailia and Carthage 
have never excelled, Ave have endm-ed fifteen hundred years of supernatmal 
slavery ; during which every device that can degrade or destroy msin has 
been the destiny that we have sustained and bafiled. The Hebrew child 
has entered adolescence only to learn that he Avas the Pariah of that 
ungrateful Europe that owes to him the be-st pai-t of its laws, a fine portion 
of its literature, and all its religion. Gi-eat poets require a public; Ave have 
been content with the immortal melodies that we sang more than two 
thousand years ago by the waters of Babylon and wept. They record our 
triumphs; they solace our aflliction. Great orators are the creatures of 
poptdar assemblies; we were permitted only by stealth to meet even du 
our^ temples. And as for great writers, the catalogue is not blank. . . . 
But the passionate and creative genius that is the nearest link to divinity, 
and which no human tyranny can destroy, though it can divert it—that 
should have stirred 'the hearts of nations by its inspired sympathy or 
governed Senates by its bunting eloquence, has found a medium for its 
expresrioD, to which, in spite of your prejudices and your evil pasrions, you 
have been obliged to bow. The ear, the voice, the faitcy teeming with 
combinations, imagination fervent with picture and emotion that came 
fiuik* Caucasus, find which we have preserved unpolluted, have endowed ufi 
wlf&’filmost thbi exclusive privilege of music; that science of harmonious 
sounds Aribidi Hiu ancients recognized as most divine, and deified in the 
perspn of their .beautiful creatioxu I speak not of the past, though 
Avere 1 ^ enter pto tKe .history of the lords of mel^y you would find it the 
annkls of ^^lus. But at this moment, even, musical Europe is 

ouVs; ThcM cinittpany of stngen, nbt an 'OiNiliestra in a single 

capitai^ithat-ave with our eluldre^ . . 
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Coming from the unromantic and impassive-r-not to say cynical— 
Lord Beaconsfield, this is pleasant reading enough, and he must be 
indeed a cold critic who cannot allow for the generous partiality of 
enthusiastic sympathy. All the same we shallj ]^rhaps„be nearer 
to a judicial sum of the matter if we conclude with the reflection 
that the Jewish character seems to resist all pressure Of circum¬ 
stance, and to be substantially wliafc it has been from ;the 4ays of 
the Pharaohs—the character, that is to say, of, a singularly stubborn 
or stiff-necked ” people; very earthly in their desires, though^full of 
capacity; never spiritual, yet able to produce from time to tinje-r-at 
least so long as Ihe national life remained unshattered—men of lofty 
spiritual gifts; not artistic in temperament, yet possessing, in the 
most marked and special degree, the organization which enables 
those to whom it is given to surpass mankind in music, whether as 
composers, singers, or instrumentalists; not numbering among them 
great scientific discoverers, nor indeed lonng science for its own 
sake, yet here, as elsewhere, cflectually following the lead of the 
mind of alien races with a single eye for the goal of their ’otm 
material aggrandizement; commeioial to the highest degree, yet with 
no bent for manufacture; not pusillanimous, yet neither W'arliko nor 
military; the only nation of the East that has been able to assimi¬ 
late Western civilization, but has refused to be assimilated by it. 
The central idea of Jewish |)olity is that temporal reward? and 
punishments are the mark of the Divine approbation or displeasure. 
The hardening, narrowing influence of such a creed was suflSciently 
obvious even while, within the Jewish polity itself, men were to be 
found who—like the author of the Book of Job—had attained suffi¬ 
cient spiritual elevation to expose the cruel falsehood of the popular 
faith. But to this hour it is an insoluble mysteiy how the Book of 
Job became incorporated into the Hebrew Canon, so alien is its 
teaching from the general prepossessions of the national literature. 
No wonder then that in the popular Hebrew mind true Judaism has 
come to mean the art of getting on—of making the most of this 
world and completely ignoring any other. At what a cost! 

Fred. J. Dowseit. 



THE INDIAN NATIONAL CONGRESS. 


MoHE fchto fifty years ago, Macaulay, in his admirable speech in the- 
House of Commons, on the occasion of the second reading of the Bill 
for effecting an arrangement with the East India Company, and for 
the better government of the King’s Indian territories, laid emphasis 
upon the rapidity with which, even at that date (1833), the public 
mind of India was advancing, and upon the attention paid by the 
higher classes of the natives to those intellectual pursuits, on the 
cultivation of which the superiority of the European race to the rest 
of maidcind principally depends. Seven years ago, an Indian states¬ 
man, with an experience even riper than that of the eloquent historian,, 
warned the Government in India to be prepared “ to realize the fact 
that the hearts of educated natives are deeply stirred by the Western 
education, and that an active process of mental fermentation is setting- 
in.” * Wo should, therefore, in some measure be prepared to consider 
the proceedings of the Indian National Congi’esses, the thiid of which 
held its meetings in Madras at the close of last year; but we do not 
think it rash to hazard the statement that the telegraphic summariea 
of news ftom the Southern Bresidency, which at the time appeared in 
.our newspapers, caused nlost of those persons who read them a con¬ 
siderable amount of questioning in regal'd to the previous Congresses, 
of which, indeed, it is no exaggeration to say that not one English¬ 
man in a thousand has even heard, far less has given heed to. In 
Macaulay’s time “ a broktm head in Cold Bath Fields ” produced a 
greater sensation than three pitched battles in India; and though the 
electric telegraph and the enterprise of special correspondents have 
rendered impossible on the part of the English public such a state of 
indifference to events of importance happening nowadays in any 
quarter of the globe, it is beyond dispute that the utmost diflSculty i& 
experienced in attracting the attention of home-staying English folk 
to a consideration of the affairs of India. 

“ We are free, we are civilized, to little purpose,” said Macaulay, 
“ if we grudge to any portion of the human race an equal measure of 
freedom and civilization.” And it has now come to be matter of 
common knowledge that the public mind of India has expanded under 
our system, and that by good government on our part we have so 

1 India in 1880, p. 12^. By Sir Richard Temple. Bart.,* G.C.S.I., D.C.L.. 
Second Edition. Boudoh; John Hurray. 1881. 
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educated onr fellow-subjects of the great dependent os to develop in 
them a capacity for the better government of themselves, than ever 
was the case in any former period. James Mill, who Used to main¬ 
tain that no nation which had not a representative legislatnre, chosen 
1 ^ universal sufifraj^, could enjoy security against oppression, when 
he was asked whither he thought representative government practic¬ 
able in India, frankly answered that it was “utterly out of the 
question; ” and Macaulay urged that, as we had “ to engraft on 
despotism those blessings which are the natural ficuits of liberty,” it 
behoved us to be “ caiitious, even to the verge of timidity.^’ * Yet 
within the brief span of half a century we find ourselves face to face 
with the fact that a number of Indian citizens—comprising many of 
the best educated and most energetic of their class, and in many 
instances enjoying the prestige of having been elected as delegates by 
the sufirages of hundreds and thousands of their fellow-citizens-^— 
have met togpither in formal conference for three consecutive years, 
and after several days' discussion have formulated resolutions depiand- 
ing from their rulers the benefits of European institutions. TJncer- 
tain himself whether such a day would ever come, Macaulay 
emphatically declared he would never attempt to avert or retard it. 
To him it appeared that the day, should it ever dawn, could only bo 
regarded as “ the proudest day in English history.” “ To have found 
a great people sunk in the lowest depths of slavery and superstition, 
to Imvo so ruled them as to have made them desirous and capable of all 
the privileges of citizens, would indeed be a title to glory all our own.” 

The great fact of the Indian problem that has to be faced and must 
speedily be dealt wij;h is, that, on the one hand, our connection with 
India has resulted in enormously widening and deepening our Imperial 
responsibilities in diplomacy and as a military nation ; whilst, on the 
other hand, a population has sprang up in India under our fostering 
care far exceeding in numbers any that has ever before been supported 
in the peninsula; and of this population a small section conftx)nts 
us that has been “ nurtured on the strong meat of English political 
eloquence,” and “ trained .to political aspirations which the general 
state of India allows us only gradually to satisfy; a class keenly 
alive to the hard lot of the great body of their countrymen, well aware 
of the palliatives which representative institutions in England have 
applied to social suffering, and eager to be allowed to make trial of 
similar institutions for themselves." * 

In the course of the last fifty years the territory over whi(^ the 
Queen of England now reigns as Empress has expanded from about 
half a million square miles to an area more than twice as Itttige. 
Fifty years ago fewer than 20,000 English soldiere i^rere deemed 
a sufil^nt fon^ to keep in India; now the nnnlbe]^ itatiOned in the 

... 5.' SI** Hnnter, in a Letter to the Timet, November 4,1887. 
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peninsula approaches 70,000. The East India Company relied upon 
its own navy and.amy for the defence of British India; now the 
Imperial forces of the Grown hnd their chief care lies in the safe¬ 
guarding of,, the Indian Empbe. In less than the space of another 
half century this duty will probably be largely and directly shared 
in by our brethren in the Australasian colonies, to whom, in our 
opinion, it will be a matter of supreme importance that the markets 
offered by a population of (say) three hundred million fellow subjects 
of the British Crown should be unreservedly thrown open. But at 
the present moment the question that concerns Englishmen generally, 
to a degree they little appreciate, is how to concede in a manner 
and to an extent that shall not be harmful to Imperial interests, the 
demands that a large body of the educated natives of India have 
formulated for the grant of a more considerable share in the govern¬ 
ment of the country. 

Representatives of the educated classes have now for three con¬ 
secutive years met in council in each of the chief cities of India, 
and, by the display of the originating energy that was needed to bring 
to fruition the first Congress, the perseverance and conciliatory dis- 
]x>aition that resulted in the second Congress, and the continued 
energy, perseverance, and success combined that brought together 
over six hundred delegates at the third Congress, they have shown 
themselves to be both possessed of qualities and animated by senti¬ 
ments. well calculated to achieve for them aU that is desirable and 
reasonable in their claims. By the broader diffusion of a knowledge 
of those qualities' and sentiments, as well as of the actual claims 
advanced at the Congresses, amongst all who have a real, earnest care 
for the welfare of the Commonwealth to which Englishmen and 
Indians equally belong, we do not doubt that public opinion will 
impel the Government of India to continue to extend; at an accele¬ 
rated rate, the granting of local self-government, with the object of 
furthering the political education of the people. 

The idea of holding a Congress appears to have originated with 
the member^ of the Indian National Union, who, in the spring of 
1885, issued a circular, in which Poona was selected as the place of 
assembly, on the ground of its central position and consequent ac¬ 
cessibility—:a point of some importance when the considerable dis¬ 
tances were borne in mind over which many of the delegates would 
have to travel. The opening of the Conference was fixed for 
December 25, and it* was announced that the delegates would be 
“leading politidans well acquainted with the English language,** 
chosen .froiq, ,aU parts of the three Presidencies. The direct objects 
of the Coufere;rK»^were declared to be:— 

(1). ena^a .,ikU. the moat, earnest labourers in the. cause of 
national progress to become personally known to each ether j 
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(2). To discuss and decide upon the political .operations to be 
undertaken daring the ensuing ^ear. 

No attempt was made \k> disguise the ulterior object of the con< 
veners, who went on to state that, “ indirectly this Conference will 
form the germ of a native Parliament, and, if properly conducted, will 
oonstitute in a few years an unanswerable reply to tiie as&ertion that 
India is still wholly unfit for any form of representative institutions.” ^ 

At the eleventh hour, and after the Sarvajanik Sabha, acting as 
a lleception Committee, had actually completed all their preparations, 
an outbreak of cholera occurred at Poona, and it was decid^ to hold 
the Conference at Bombay. Accordingly on the 27th of December the 
representatives arrived at Bombay, and, having decided the order of the 
proceedings for the next three days, the first Congress was formally 
opened on the following day, nearly a hundred gentlemen being 
present. Of these only .about seventy are claimed to have been 
representatives, as there were present many Government servants, 
who did not take any direct part in the discussions, but attended 
■only as amici curia}, to listen and advise.” Among those present 
were “ barristers, solicitors, pleaders, merchants, landowners, bankers, 
medical men, newspaper editors and proprietors, principals and pro¬ 
fessors of independent colleges, head-masters of schools, religious 
teachers, and reformers.All the leading native political asso¬ 

ciations and the princip.al Anglo-native newspapers were represented; 
there were present, also, members of legislative councils, presidents 
and members of municipal committees and, local boards.” 

The Congress met in the great Hall of the Goculdas Tejpal 
Sanscrit College, and the proceedings were commenced by Mr. A. 0. 
Hume (Bengal, son of Joseph Hume, so well known in the House of 
Commons forty years ago), who proposed that Mr. W. 0. Boneijee, 
standing 'counsel, Bengal, bo invited to assume the office of President 
of the Congress. Mr. Bonerjoo, in acknowledging the honour, said 
that “ never had so iraxwrtant and comprehensive an assemblage 
occurred within historical times on tho soil of India.” He claimed 
for it an entirely representative character, and urged that “ if com¬ 
munity of sentiments, community of feelings, and community of 
wants enabled any one to speak on behalf of others, then assuredly 
they might justly claim to be the representatives of the people of 
India.” Though no formal elections hod been held, the representa¬ 
tives had been selected by all the different associations and bodies, 
and everywhere throughout the different provinces of Indi^ the news 
of the coming Congress had been received by the people at large with 
great satisfaction during the past year. In cCncluding his Address 
tho President is reported in the Proceedings, as follows 

knew wdil, after all the long informal discussions that they had all 
Mrtt Indian Hatumal Cbnffrm, p. 6. Venee qf India "ttiniing 
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bad among themselves on the previous day, that he was only expressing 
the sentiments of every gentleman , present, that there were no more 
thoroughly loyal and consistent Well-wishers of the British Government 
than were, himself and the friends around hinu In meeting to discuss in 
an orderly and peaceable manner questions of vital importance .afFecting 
their wellfbeing, they were following the only course by which the consti¬ 
tution of' England enabled them to represent their views to the ruling 
authority. Much had been done by Great Britain for the benefit of India, 
and the whple country was truly grateful to her for it. She had given 
them order, she h^ given them railways, and above all she had given them 
the inestimable blessing of Western education. But a great deal still 
remained to be done. The more progress the people made in education 
and material prosperity, the greater would be the insight into political 
matters and the keener their desire for political advancement. He thought 
that their desire to be governed according to the ideas of government pre¬ 
valent in Europe was in no way incompatible with their thorough loyalty 
to the British Government. All that they desired was that the basis of 
the Government should be widened, and that the people should have their 
proper and legitimate share in it. The discussion that would take place 
in tois Congress would, he believed, be advantageous to the ruling authori¬ 
ties, as he was sure it would be to the people at large. ^ . 

The speech of Mr. G. 8ubramania Iyer (Madras), who proposed the 
first resolution, was a promise of the liigh level of eloquence tliat 
almost uniformly characterized the speeches of the chief representa¬ 
tives, and, as Mr. Iyer gave forcible eximession to what may be 
called “ the general sense ” of the assembly, we feel justified in 
giving somewhat extended extracts from it After alluding to the 
Imperial Parliament as “ the final arbiters of our destiny,” Mr. Iyer 
said:— 

“By a merciful dispen&ition of Providence, India, which was for 
centuries the victim of external aggression and plundei’, of internecine wars 
and general confusion, has been brought under the dominion of the great 
English power. .... The rule of Great Britain has given India peace and 
security, and, on the whole, lias been better in its results and direction 
than any former rule. At home that rule .... has for ages developed 
and fostered individual liberty and social freedom which have made the 
English people what they are at present—the most prosperous, the most 

pushing, and the most enliglitened nation in the world.How have 

we fared under a rule animated by the spirit of such a nationality? With¬ 
out descanting at length upon the benefits of tliat rule, I can summarize 
them in one remarkable fact, namely, that for the first time in the history 
of the Indian populations there is to be beheld the phenomenon of 
national unity among them, of a sense of national existence, and of a 
common solicitude for the well-being and honour of their common 

country.From to-day forward we can with greater propriety than 

heretofore speak of an Indian nation, of national opinion and national 
aspirations. .... It is a matter of the deepest concern to us that the 
afi^irs of our country should be periodically, if not continuously, brought 
to the notice of tire Parliament and people of England, and be subje^d 
to the healthy influences of a free and open inquiry conducted by the b^ 
of English politidans. Such an inquiiy was regularly made in the days of 
the East India Company. In 1773, 1793, 1813,1833, and 1853, which 
were the years whei^ the Charter of that Company came up for renewal^ 

^ pfikt First IndUas NaHond Qmgress, p. 17. 
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searching and elaborate, iny^igations were made into the lesulto of the 
administration of the CompaA^ as repi^esented by the hnahciai condition of 
the Government and by the general progress of the people. Each time 
that the investigation to^ place valuable information was collected and 
was utilized in the leghiatimi that followed.” ^ 

After arguins F^liament> since the abolition of the East 
India Company, 4ad practically s\irrenderecl to the Council of the 
Secretary of St^ for India the ultimate and responsible control 
over the-Indian Government which is in theory exercised by itself, 
and severely condemning the ('ouncil as more incompetent and less 
sympathetic in its despotism than the Company, Mr. Iyer expressed 
his belief thst, if Parliament and the English public were placed in 
possession of “ correct facts,” they would interfere in the afi^s of 
India to the substantial benefit of the Indian people, and he asked, 
“ Are Padiament tyid the ptoplo in England certain that the policy 
that they have deliberately laid down for the government of their 
dependency is carried out in a liberal and fair spirit ? ” , . . His own 
convictidn was that 

“ about the feelings and opinions of the populations of India, as well as 
about tho manner m which the declared policy of the Sovereign, Parlia¬ 
ment, and Ministei's [«ic] is piactically carried, the great ^legislature of 
England is uvtorly ignorant. It cannot for obvious reasons attend to 
Indian mitters as a portion of its regular business; nor has it done any¬ 
thing duiing the post twenty-five years to take stock of the results of the 
change made in 1838. lu futme years the internal and external intez'ests 
of tho United Kingdom will demand, in view of their growing dimensions 
and compli<ationb,even more exclusive attention, more devotion and talent 
than hitherto, while Indian problems themselves uill assume increased 
gravity nn<l rc(|uire deliberate and cautious handling.”^ 

Having dwi It at some length upon tho fact that of no other 
country m the world are such contradictory opinions held regarding, 
the most lital questions by men whose views aro entitled to 
resiiectfnl hearing, Mr. Iyer concluded his speech in the following 
terms;— 

“ In soliciting an inquiry into tho affairs of our coimtiy, our object is 
nothing more than to see ^it coirect and full evidence relating to the 
real wants of the country and to tho requirements of its future well-being 
is placed before tho English public. Tho inquiiy, we may hope, will be* 
entruxlefl to men of the highest rank among English politidans, to men 
who repiv&ent what is best in tho instincts and character of the English 
I ation, who uphold and cherish the progressive clement in their political 
syst* 111 , and to men whose principles of stotesmanship have made England 
what she is among the modem countries of the world, .... X beg to 
recommend the proposition placed in my hands, *That this Congrese 
earnestly approves of the promised^ Commission to inquire into tho 
working of tne Indian administratioir.”* 

In seconding the resolation, Phenxsoshah H. Mehta (chaw- 

»19, so. \ , * lWd„ p. S2, 
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man of the Manicipf4 Corporation of .9n||||^ nrged that the 
inquiry must be held> in India itself, in “ the l^est and 

most independent portion of the lUktiy^^H^Phnity *’ m>ght be 
enabled to give evidence, and he conteS|H^^t it was essential 
that native Indians should- be''i^present«®^the Commission of 
Inquiry, ^e felt strongly that “ a cl<»#fe .'^Ahd constant Parlia¬ 
mentary control over Indian affairs is. the one thing essentially 
needed to satisfy the feelings of the people and to improve the 
condition of the country.” > 

Much doubt appeared to exist in the minds of subsequent speakers 
as to whether they should demand a Parliamentary Committee or a 
Royal Commission, but Mr. Dadabhai Naoroji settl'd the question by 
. pointing out that a Parliamentary Committee could consist only of 
members of Parliament, and as it was evidently the desire of the 
Congress that an adequate number of natives should sit on the 
inquiring body, and that the inquiry should be carried on in India, it 
was plahi that a Royal Commission was desired. Ilis advice was : 
“ Say out once for all what you want. In dealing with Englishmen, 
make up your minds deliberately, speak clearly, and work persever- 
ingly. Then and then only can yon to be listened to, and get 
your wishes.” The discussion then^B^tically closed, and the first 
day’s meeting was completed b^^j^ representatives unanimously 
approving the following resolution :-jiM‘That this Congress earnestly 
recommends that the promised inqu^ into the working of the Indian 
administration hero and in England should be entrusted to a Royal 
Commission, the people of India betbg adequately represented there¬ 
on, and evidence taken both in India and in England.”' 

In moving the second resolution, “ That this Congress considers 
the abolition of the Council of Secretary of State for India, as 
at present constituted, the neccssis^ preliminaiy to all other refofms,” 
Mr. S. H. Chiplonkar, honorary secretary of the Poona Sarvajanik 
Sabhfl^ condemned the. Council as 

“ composed almost exclusively of retired Anglo-Indian officials, who, as a 
class, are naturally prone, often from force of habit and sometimes from 
force, of conviction, to hand down to their successors the British Indian 
Empire in pretty nearly the same condition in'which they found it, and who, 
from the operation of the same causes, ai-o incapable of being struck by the 
abuses of that system which gave them birth, though such abuses might at 
first sight strike any superficial independent observer.” ® 


The speech was of a discursive character, wandmng off into a ^m- 
parison of the respective conditions of India and Ceylofi ^ry much to 
Jbe disadvantage of the former), from which Mr. Chiplonkar argued 
mat by abolishing the Indian ^otincil, and allowing the Secretory; 
of State for India to direct the government of India on the same 
principles on which the Secretary of State for the Colonies governed 
Ceylon and ^e. p^eiir there would 80 Qtr.,be observed, 

* ProeatfS^ p. 8& ' - ^ 9 $>' . 
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** a change for the better coming over India.” It is only neces¬ 
sary to say that, as a simple fact and qttite‘'snbrersive of this 
argument, the only colonies governed as is Ceylon are those con¬ 
stituting the Straits Settlemtmts and Hong-Kong, in which the 
administfatidh is distinctly of the Indian type ; whereas the Colonies 
referred to by Mr. Chiplonkar and other speakers are those that 
possess “ responsible government,'’ and which, being mainly peopled 
by Englishmen, offer no basis of comparison with the Indian Empire. 
A veiy damaging attack, however, was made by some of those who 
supported the resolution, notably by Mr. P. Ananda Charlu {Vakil, 
High Court of Madras, and a Municipal Commissioner), who, refer¬ 
ring to the Council as “ mainly little else than an oligarchy of 
fossilized Indian Administrators,*’ justified his remark by explaining. 
that “ nearly every vacancy as it occurred was filled by such as had 
been declared superannuated for service in India,” and, though the 
transit to a far more propitious climate might put off dmsolution or 
might diminish the rate of decline, it w'as inconceivable that, after 
the meridiaii of life had long been passed, the change could restore 
the mental and physical energy of vigorous manhood. 

The third resolution— 


** That this Congress considers the reform and expansion of the Supreme 
and existing Legislative Councils, by the admission of a considerable pro¬ 
portion of elected'membei-s (and the creation of similar Councils for tho 
North-West Provinces and Oudh, and also for the Punjab) essential; and 
holds that all Budgets should be referred to those Councils for consideration, 
their members being, moreover, empoweicd to interpellate the Executive in 
re^rd to all bmnehes of the Administration; and that a Standing Com¬ 
mittee of tho House of Commons should bo coustituted to rccowe and 
consider any formal protests that may Ik) recorded by majorities of such 
Councils against the exercise by tlie Executive of the power wliicli would 
be vested in it, of over-ruling the decisions of such majorities ”— 


was propose^ by the Hon. K. T. Telang, O.I.E., Member of the 
lK7gislative Council of Bombay. He thought at least one4ialf of 
each Council should bo elected, “ in order to give the prindplo of 
election a fair scope,” and indicated certain directions in which 
electoral constituencies might be sought. In each President town 
the Municipal Corporation might be asked to return one or more 
members. Chambers of Commerce and Universities might ®dso 
appropriately have the right of electing members. “Well-establiahedi 
political associations, such as the one whose aid the Government of 
India recently resorted to,* might fairly be w»ked to. return some 
members.” * : i? ^ 

In Mofussil districts, “ weli^fitablished politietd ass^i^iations,** 
.and the various Bural aiid Mmnd^l Boar^ ip e^olh:.. 
m^t be utilized. As to the fnnetidns of tho {jfotme^ it was at 

* tbS fbo .<j>]K)hittDeBt'al the late Babu. Kiiito™* f’sl to the 

jpreitiie^ begfelaUVB edencU; and.latdr, when Ms suoc(»ebr,.< Kt. Mohan 
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present only asked financial Budgets Mt^uld be brought 

forward for discussion in the Council^ But, ss valuable a 

function as any would, bo the right of inteqiellatKm which they asked 
should be given. ' The advantages springing jSrom such a concession 
would be that the oflScials would be afforded a means of explaining 
the motives and actions of Government, an^t “ matters which are 
always cropping up, but which do not attract attention at head¬ 
quarters in time to avert mischief,” could have attention drawn to 
them in Council easily and effectively; and that the whole adminis¬ 
tration would be popularized, and friction between the rulers and 
the ruled minimized, Mnally, in the event of the Councils being 
over-ruled upon important ^joints by the Executive Government on 
the spot, the Councils ought to be allowed to forward their protests 
to the Supreme Cotmcil of the British Empire ” for final decision. 
In closing his compact and well-expressed speech, Mr. Telang claimed 
for the reforms advocated in the resolution, that they were reason¬ 
able, practicaftle, and not in the least revolutionary, but calculated, 
on the one hand, to facilitate the work of the Government, and, on 
the other hand, to afford a fair scope to the aspirations of the people 
in the direction of public usefulness. 

The resolution was seconded by the Hon. S. Subramania Iyer 
(member of the Legislative Council, and Vakil, High Court of 
Madras), who expressed scepticism as to any good proceeding from 
the Legislative Councils so long as the system remained of the 
Executive settling beforehand, for all practical purposes in an 
irrevocable manner, the principle of all measures that are introduced 
into tlllbse Coundls. His experience was that so long as he, a non¬ 
official member, confined his suggestions to details he was attended 
to, but if he trenched upon the principle already determined upon 
by the Government he found himself powerless for good or evil. 
At the same time he admitted, in justice to the Government, they 
were not only anxious to hear non-official opinion, but they also 
tried to adopt it, as far as possible, consistently with the principle 
of the measuro discussed. 

Latet on, in the course of the debate that arose, Mr. Kaoroji 
declared, in explicit terms, that the chief work of the Congress was 

“ to enunciate clearly and boldly our highest and ultimate wishes; wheth^ 
we get them or not immediately, let our rulers know what our highest 
aspirations are. ... If, then, we laydown clearly that wo desire to have 
the actual government of India'tra^.sferred from England to India, under 
the simple controlling power of the Secretary of State and of Parliapient, 
through its Standing Committoe, and that we fuither desire that all taxa¬ 
tion and legislation shall be impoa^ here by Representative Oouniuls, wd 
say what we are aiming at.” ^ 

The foivt^ toso^tlon, to tho pflTect that competitive examinations 
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should be held simultaneously in England and India, successful 
candidates being classified id one list, the native Indians having 
thereader to proceed to England*^ for farther examination, was 
proposed by Mr, Naoroji, who urged it as “the most important key 
to our material and moral advancement. ... It is the question 
of poverty or prosperity. It is the question of life and death to India ; ” 
and he quoted largely from the,Eeport ’ of the Committee that sat in 
1859, composed of Sir J. P. Willoughby, Mr. Mangles, Mr. Arbuthnot, 
Mr. Macnaughten, and Sir Erskine Perry, and further reminded the 
delegates that they also had the solemn promises contained in the 
Proclamation * of the Queen, expressed in unmistakable language:— 

“ We hold Ourselves bound to the Natives of Our Indian Territories 
by the same obligations of Duty which bind Us to all Our other Subjects; 
and those obligations, by the Blessing of Almighty God, WtS shall faith¬ 
fully and conkaentiously fullil. . . . And it is Our further Will thtit, .so 
far as may be, Our tlubjects of whatever Pace or Creed, bo freely and im¬ 
partially admitted to Offices in Our Service, the Duties of which they 
may be qualified, by their education, ability, and integrity, duly to dis¬ 
charge.”- 

Supported by the arguments afforded by the extracts he had 
quoted, Mr. Naoroji contended that “ as a matter of justice, solemn 
promises, and even expediency,” he might end his speech, but that 
his object in proposing the re.solution was grounded upon the 
extreme jmverty of India. He quoted Sir E. Baring’s “Budget 
speech” of March 18, 1882, in which it was stated that it had been 
calculated that the average income per head of population in India 
was not more than lls.27 a year, whereas in England it was £33, 
and in Turkey, the poorest country in Ehrope, it amounte(]f*l;o M 
per head! 

In the discussion on the fifth resolntion, protesting against the 
proposed increase in the military expenditure of the Empire, a 
generous policy was urged upon the Government, which should 
admit of the offers of the j^eople to enrol themselves as Volunteers 
being accepted, and of the armies of the Native States being 
systematically utilized. 

The sixth resolution ® elicited the reminder by Mr. J. U. Yajnik 
(Bombay), that the past financial history of India showed that as 
heavy a duty ^s 10 per cent, at one time, and 7^ pier cent, at 
another, had been levied by Mr. James Wilson upon the imports into 
India in the interests qf nsveniie ; and that the abolition of customs 
duties meant that, while India wai to be made a free port for the 
benefit of the English and * European Tnamufacturer, In^an ‘iea and 

m of fAe Fint Congmit, p. 81. 

* Publisben by Lor<l Canning, m Governor-General, at Allahabad, Not. 1,1858. 

^ fn^avonr of the iBcrea.s-o<l military oxpcndftare hehig met by the. re-imposition of 

Onitdms dttticK, and an extetudon of the licence-tax to those c||itecs at present 
xernp^from it; and of Great Britain extending an Imperial guarantee to the 
Jidr'tttli.'bt, . . , ’ , . ... 
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Indian silver ware vrould continue to be lia]3»ik}e(|)ped by customs 
duties in the £inglish and European markets. Was this fair or just ? 
The customs revenue could bo collected at tllie lea.st expense and 
with the least annoyance to' the people. Other delegates reminded 
the CJongress that the high salaries paid to Civil servants had been 
fixed at a time when a voyage to India was a matter of six months 
or move, whereas now steamers and the telegraph had removed all 
the oircamstanees of exihv asnd |)ointed to a legitimate reduction of 
the “ princely salaries.” 

The three remaining resolutions' were carried with scarcely any 
discussion, and the usual complimentary votes having been accorded 
to the managing committee and the chairman, the First National 
Indian Congress was dissolved amidst thn most enthusiastic cheers, 
again and again repeated, for the Queen Empress. 

It has been claimed for the Congress of 1880 that its leading 
characteristic was that it was the whole country’s Congress. It was 
held at Calcutta on the 27th, 28th, 20th, and SOtli of December, and 
was attended by about 440 delegates, who came, not only from all the 
presidencies, provinces, and natural sub-divisions of the country, but 
also from most of the smaller sub-divisions included in the provinces. 
^Vhereas the first Congress had been attended by delegates who 
appeared more or ■ less as volunteers and uncommissioned by any 
constituoncios, the delegates who attended the second Congress had 
been previously elected, either at public meeting.s, or by societies, 
cissociations, and sabhas (literary, political, and agricultural), each of 
them representing considerable bodies of intelligent persons. In 
many instances the subjects brought before the (Calcutta Congress 
had been considered and discussed by the chosen delegates in their 
own provinces before they left to attend the Congress, for a circular 
had been issued from Calcutta early in November 1886, briefly 
indicating the matters that would pi-obably form the staple of dis¬ 
cussion at the Congress. 

From a minute analysis of the composition of the assemblage it 
appears that the old hereditary ari.stocracy, the shopkeepers, and the 
potty money-lenders w'ere conspicuous by their absence, and that the 
cultivating classes^ were inadequately represented; nor did any 
artisan ap])ear as a delegate. On the other hand there were present 
130 delegates representing the higher landed interests; 1C6 delegates 
representing the legal profession ; forty representing the Press, as 
either editor’s, snb-editors, or proprietors of newspapers; twenty-four 
principals, professors, and masters of Indian schools and colleges; 

^ Ilc$olution''7 deprecated the annexation ol Upper Burmah, and considered 
that, if annexatloft took place, the entire uonntiy of Burmah should be treated as a 
Crown colony; Besedntion 8 was, that the resolutions should be oommanicatei.1 to 
the political assbctiatlnti's in each province; and Resolution 9 was that the Indian 
National Gongtesaabonld sea&se^blc the next year in Calcutta, and sit on December 28 
and succeeding days. 
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about twenty merchants; twenty bankers, sixteen medical men, and 
a small group of mill-^owners, manufactui'ers, and t&a and indigo 
planters. About sev'enty of tbe delegates were presidents, vice- 
presidents, or elected members of the municipalities in which they 
reside, and some thirty held amilar positions in their local district 
or sub-divisional boards. . It is a significant fact that more than 
one-fourth of the delegates were graduates, mostly of Indian Uni¬ 
versities, a few of Buippeah ones, and one or two of both. So far 
as the question fof religion is roncoj-jied, we may mentbn that 
Mahomedans,- Si!|;hs, Christians, Brahmos, and Parsees took' part 
indiscriminatdy tJrith the Hindoos iu the Conference. 

The first public sitting of the Congress took place on Monday, 
December 27, at the Tomi Hall. It laras crowded to excess, fully 
3000 persons boiiig present. 

The Hon, Dadabhai Naoi-oji, having been elected president by 
acclamation, delivered an elo(|uent inaugural address, of which the 
exigency of space will allow us only to give the briefest notice. 
Having glanced at tlio resolutions passed by tlie first Congress, and 
shown that some progress had Ijeen made,’ lie contended that “ a 
National Congress must confine itself to questions in which the entire 
nation has a direct participation, and must leave to class congresses 
the adjustment -of social reforms .and other class questions,** Ho 
touched lightly on the question of representative institutions, insist¬ 
ing that they had becoiwj necessfiry as wnuch in tlio interests of the 
Government as in that of the natives, and confidently affirming that 
in a “ proper system of representation ”. alone lay tho means of a 
satisfactory solution of the terrible prablem of the poverty of tho 
masses. 

“ It has become tho right as well as the duty of thb Congress to set 
forth its convt^ions, bc^th as to this wiilc.spre.ad destitution < and the 
piimary st(.‘]>s needful for its alleviation. Nothing is more'-deax to the 
heart of England," and T .speak from actual knowledge, than India’s wel¬ 
fare ; and, if we only speak out loud enough an<l persistently ^ough to 
reach that busy heart, we shall not s[>oak in vain.” 

’Hien, with a caution a.s to mofleration, he closed his address, “ amidst 
the roost en.ei'getic and prolongofl che«Ting.” ,, ' , 

The first Im-siness was the resolution—carried by nedamation— 
offering tho congratidations of theUcngi’ess to Her iNftqesty on the 
approaching completion of the Jubilee year of her reif^ ^ ^ 

In the^ next- resohition wa.'t expressed the deep •syU^^hy and 
grave apprehension with' w'hich tlie Gopgress viawed* -ithe increasing 
poverty vast numhers of tho populUTbioi^ o| Itii^ and, while 
acknowledging tlrafc the Ooventment was iwfc ovarlocWng tho matter 
and was,’contemplating certain palliatives, dodiied to rt^rd its fixed 
cdnyiclScm that the introduction of representative institutions would 

* llk>tal3^ the ai){>ointmt!Bt of the Public Service CominfsiioiH and the establUli- 
aieiit r- X^egUIattve Council tot the KorOt-WeiBt Prcvincea. 



The Indian Natimal Congress^ 167 

prove one of tlie most important practical steps,*fe)ssrards the ameliora¬ 
tion of the condition of the people. 

Resolution 3 declared the belief of the Cciigress that the reform 
and expansion of the Cotmoil of the Govertfor-i^enoral for making 
laws, and of the Provincial Legislative Councils, have now become 
essential, alike in the interests of India and of Jilngland.” 

Besolntion 4 embodied seven “ tentative suggestions ” in connec¬ 
tion with the reform of the Councils. 

By Resolution o all public bodies and associations throughout the 
country were invited 

“ to entreat the Viceroy to obtain the sanction qf Her Majesty’s Secretary 
of State for India, to the appointment of a Commission, to inc^uire exhaus- 
tively-into the best method of introducing such a tentative form of repre¬ 
sentative institutions' into India na has l)ceu indicated in Resolutions 3 of 
the past and 4 of tlie present year’s Congress,” 

Tho public service question was dealt with in Resolutions G and 7 ; 
and Resolutions 8 and 9 advocated tho extension of tho system of 
trial by jury. Resolution 10 was in liivour of “ enabling accused 
persons, in warrant cases, to demand tliat, instead of being tried by 
the magistrate, they bo committed to the Court of Si'ssions. ’ 

“ A complete separation of executive and judicial functions ” was 
demanded by Resolution 11 ; and by Resolution J 2 the Congress 
“ earnestly appealed to the Covornment to authorize (under such 
rules and restrictions as may to it seem fitting) a system Volunteer¬ 
ing for the Indian inhabitants of the country, such as may qualify 
them to support the Covornment effectively in any crisis.’’ 

Resedution 13 constituted Standing Congrt'ss Gonmiittc>e.s at all 
important centres. Resolution 14 Avas: “That the third Indian 
National Congi-ess assemble, at ]!iladras on December 27, 1887; ' and 
Riisolntion 15 declared that c«*])ie.s of the resolutions should be 
forward^ to Iho Viceroy, that, he rniglit submit U copy t»f the firet 
resolution to tho Queen Em^w'ss. and causi' copies of all the resolu¬ 
tions to bo laid before the Si'cretary of State for India. • 

3?lio discussion of tho resolutions Avas in the nudn practical, and 
kept well.to the point, imder tlu' skilful guidance of the cliairman. 
Occasiouatly, hoAvcvei', so^ apc('c]i, more or less lacking in common 
sense and ordinsfity infovmaticm, Avas delivered, of wliich, perhaps, the 
most noticeable was that..(tt\ Mr» Dinslvaw E. Watcha,-the honorary 
secretary let the Bbinbay ^’residency i^i^ciatioiA,. who, in proposing 
tho fourth resCdntion, aften dwelling upon the distressful ooiiditkm of 
the'peasantry iu the*-various .presideoicies,, deClaredi that the real 
cause of*-widespread' destitution waa the extremely small share 
of the prodvtfceltrf. turnip labours left,to th^^ acfcabl tillers of the soil, 
oithcar by €hjwriuneht or by; superior holders, under the existing 
GovOTum^t • teyeUn^ systems. He then inveighed against “ the 
tribute^” asi h« oi^ted itf—- 
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“ Year by year the bulk of the profits of the entire population is drained 
away in the tribute to Great Britain. Exported to fructify there, and 
swell further the unpai-alleled wealth of those distant isles, never in any 
shape to return hei-e to bless the countiy from whose soil it was extracted, 
or the people, the sweat of whose brows it represents. Here is the asaence 
of the question: this tribute must be reduced ; if we had it, we would not 
grudge Great Britain her profit on the connection between us, to which we 
owe so much. But we have it not; the masses hei'c, to nearly double the 
number of the entire population of Great Britain, are stai-ving, or nearly 
so, for the want of that capital which vre have not, and-she must not thus, 
for over, go on despoiling us year by year, of that small capital which our 
toiling millions succeed in creating during the twelve months of ceaseless 
labour.”’ 

Such arguments, advanced in a similar strain, would of themselves, 
if generally indulged in, soon stamp the speakers at the Indian 
Congress as a set of men with wliom it would be useless to consult, 
either upon administrative, financial, or political affairs. Even if 
the number of the Indian people whom Mr. AVatcha states to bo 
“ starving, or nearly .so,” .arnnunte to sixty or seventy millions, or 
one-fourth of tho whole ]H>piilation, it is no greater in proportion 
tlian that of the corresix>nding class of tlie population of London, 
who probably undergo keener physical .suffering than falls to the lot 
of the unfortunate millions of India. London, though it boasts wfith 
truth to I)e the richest city in tho world, yet has (according to a 
paper read before tlie Iloyal Statistical Society on tin* 15th of May, 
1888) one-fourth of ils inhabitants in s«) ]^itiablo a plight that they 
may })e said to be starving, or bordering u]X)ii starvation—or, as 
Mr. Booth more accurately expres.sed their condition, to be “ sinking 
thmngh poverty into want.” 

We are glad, however, for the credit of tlie Congress, to be able 
to give a couple of extracts from tlu‘ sj)e(>ches of two other delegates, 
who, in supporting the .same n^solution demanding representative 
in.stitutions, gave expression to ojiinions as sensible as those of 
Mr. Watcha wen,> the revem'. Rao Baluidiir A. 8abapathy Hudaliar, 
a ’ Madras merchant, and chairman of the Municipal Council of 
Bellary, for which dLstriefc ho atrimded as a delegate at tho Congres.s, 
urged upon his hearers that'one of the chi(*f causes of the ]Jovorty 
of the country was the want, of aunmcrcial entei’priso in the <jom- 
nmnity:— 

“ We allow the English to beat us in' competition in everything which 
we use; from a toothpick to a steamer, of trade is, through 

oiir want of energy, monopolized by Eur<^|^3l^hcttr, hear). .... Even 
if we had the complete contix>l of everything in our own hands, wo could 
not desire Indian manufactui'cs to be purchased by tho State at a higher 
price than is demanded fur equally good English articles of the same kind: 
that would not be just to the interests of our nation. It is, therefore, 
necessary and desirable tlmt, in addition to all political reforms, we should 
devute our licst attention to the improvembnt of the indus^es of the 

^ i?«por< the ^ond Iniim JSftttioned'*Ckt»grm, p. 61. 
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country. It is true that this has nothing, directly do with the immediate 
objects of this Congress, but 1 think it ought cld^y to be understood that 
too much must not be expected from representajSve institutions, and tliat 
the improvement^of oni: national industries, t^d the development of our 
commerce and trade by our own exertions, are amongst the greatest neces¬ 
sities of India of the present day." (Prolonged cheering.)^ 

Equally sensible were the remarks made by Pundit Jwala Nath 
Sarma, pleader in the Small Cause Court, Calcutta, and delegate 
from the Burrabazar Political Association. He said :— 

“. . . . Poverty is a relative term, and relative poverty we cannot ever 
remove from the land, but what we want to remove is the want of the 

necessaries of life, and that want makes the people discontented. 

It is not the wish to have representative institutions merely to obtain 
power, but to foster habits of thinking and acting foroui-selves. I humbly 
suggest tlint all of us should habituate ourselves to really thinking out 
questions for ourselves, for that of itself will enable us to remove many 
evils, not only the evil of poverty, but the causes of disease, and so on. 
Wo should look qt the question all round: we should see whether it is any 
uiiduo increase in the population which prevents their being supplied with 
food, or the scantiness of the pro<luction duo to impei-fect agriculture, or 
the neglect of industrial aits that make us poor.We should con¬ 

stantly endeavour to find out all the causes. Let us compare and generalize, 
let ns see what are the dilFerences between one presidency and .another, 
one district and another, one class and another, .and so on, and then only 
shall we be able to realize all the many causes which tend to keep India 
so poor.”* 

Beforti passing on to a brief notice of the Third Congi’pss, we 
may here appropriaLMy quote, in connection with the n*marks upon 
*• th<.* starvation ” of millions in India, the recent statement made 
by Sir W. W. Hunter, that 

“there is plenty of land in ln<lia, if the people could only be brought to 
it, anti plenty of food in India if it could only be brought cheaidy to the 
people. The railways are, in fact, opening up now grain-producing areas, 
in which the jiopulution is sparse, and the power of producing surplus food 
almost inexhaustible."^ 

The main feature of the Third Congress, that nn‘t at IMadras on 
Dec^'mber 27, 1887, was Ihe far larger proportion of 3iIahomedans 
who attended as delegates. 'I'hey came from all parts of the country, 
and the elected President of the Congress was the Hon. Budrudin 
Tyabji, hinistdf the delegate of the Anjumsm-i-Islam, the great 
Mahomeilan social and educational institution of Bombay. In his 
address as President, !Mr. Tyabji-said his one great motive in under¬ 
taking the grave responsibility of presiding was to prove, as far as 
posfdble, that Mahomedans did not consider there was anything 
which should induce them to stand aloof from tJheir common eilbrta 
to. obtain those general reforms and rights which wore for the benefijb 
of all. 

* HMmrt of the /Sifeontt /«<?•«» JSuthoal Cohiji'csh, p. Cr>. 

* jind,,p. 06. « 

* The Muetrial Eea ImVia,. a Paper read before the Royal Colonial 
Institute, by Sir W. W. Hunter, K.C.S.I., LL.D., on May 8,1888. 
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Of the 608 delegates who composed the Madras Congress, 311 
had been chosen at public meetings and 292 were the elected of 
local associations. The public meetings varit^d, fwm great gatherings 
held in the Presidency cities and in the dintrict capitals, to smaller 
assemblages, consisting, in iuai\y instances, of the inhabitants of a 
number of villages, who met in a market town and t'lected a delegate. 
The “ electoral associations" dillered both in size and character. 
Many represented distinct I'ace sections of tlie community. Others 
existed for local or special pui’posos, and included morcautilo corpora¬ 
tions, an agricultui*al association, a landholders' association, a tenants* 
association, an artisans’ association, and various fancy franchises, 
such as the Committee of tlw' t'lnirt, of Arbitration at Poona, a com¬ 
mittee of united editors of native* papers, a great Hindoo monastery, 
and its monastic lands. Naturally, the elected of sucli bodies differed 
as widely in their race and calling. About 360 delegates represented 
Madras Presidency itself, 112 15oinbay, 61 llcngal, 17 Beliar, 20 the 
North-West Provinces, 16 Oudh, and 12 the Punjab. 

The eleven resolutions passed at the Third Congress may be 
accurately classed in three divisions; in the first of which are four 
resolutions dealing witli tlio future electi<m, constitution, and control 
of tlie Congivss, and providing for tlio appointment of twelve 
standing committees as electoral ceutri's fiu* the chief territorial 
division.^ of the Indian Empire, for the preparation of the business 
to be brought before the Congress at the end of each year, and for 
the submission of its views to the Viceroy and Secretary of State. 

Of the four resolutions comprised in the second class, relating to 
the expansion or modification of existing institutions of the civil 
government, that which reiterated the ti.'iith and eleventh resolutions 
of the Second Congress for the com])]eto separation of executive and 
judicial functions, even at the cost of extra expenditure, was probably 
the one of most urgf'ut iiniwrtance. The office es[K>cially aimed at 
Ls that of the collector-magistrato, or a<linini.strative head of the 
district, lie is responsible for the collection of the revenue, and for 
the proper police protection of an area containing as many os two 
or thrf^'O millions of inhabitants. Lord Dufferin has expressed him¬ 
self in favour of this very necessary reform, and there seems little 
doubt that, as f50on as financial cousirlerations will admit, there will 
1)6 a complete severance of the two sets of functions throughout the 
settled provinces of India. 

The need of technical education was uigently pressed upon the 
attention of the Congress: its utter absence being shown by the 
ffujt that of upwards of 3 , 000,000 pupils under instmotion only 
6000 ore in technical schools or colleges. Emphasis was laid uppn 
the necessity of extending practical schools of husbandry and of 
providing for tho technical instrn^da of JAdian artisaii^. 4 further 
re.*)olnti 0 ri was in favour of raising the limit of exemption from the 
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Incomo Tax from incomes .of Rs.500 (iS3S)''to Rs.lOOO (£70). 
The resolution for the expansion of the Legislative Councils hy the 
admission of elected natives, and for the afiequate discussion of tlio 
annual Budget when submitted to the Viceroy’s Legislative Council, 
lias received the support of the Chambeii?s of Commerce, and (wo 
understand) of the whole European "and non-official community in 
India. It is, in fiict, admitted by every one acquainted witli the 
affairs of India that an end must bo forthwith put to the present 
farce witnessed towards the close of each Session in Parliament, 
when the expenditure of some seventy or eighty millions of puj)lic 
money is annually sanctioned by the score or so of members who 
usually attend the hurried discussion of the Indian Budget. The 
claim advanced at each of the previous Congresses was repeated for 
the right of inteqiellation in the Legislative Councils on all questions 
of internal civil administration; but the Congress were in favour of 
exempting from interpellation all questions bearing upon the army. 

The three remaining resolutions gave expression to the fast-growihg 
desire on the part of the princes and peoples of India to take an 
active share in the militaoy organizafion of the Empire. We have 
read, during the last few months, of one independent ruler after 
another offering to the Queen Empress Ills sword, his army, and his 
subsidy of money. It has been estimated tJiat a million of money 
and a quarter of a million of men have thus been voluntarily placed 
at the disposal of the Crown. At the "Madras Congress refei*enco 
was made to “ the hundred wild tribes that Bussia will tempt into 
making common cause with her in plundering our towns and ravish¬ 
ing our women.” And we learn on the best authority that the 
continued rapid advance of Ilussia during recent years, until she 
now actually borders upon and overshadows the North-'VV"cst of India, 
has resulted in c6nviucing the natives of India that no treaties will 
hinder the Czar’s officers from advancing, and that men and money 
alone can successfully retard their onward march. This conviction, 
coupled with an equally strong sense of the superior advantages 
enjoyed under British rule, has induced the princes to offer their 
armies and their wealth, and the natives of the British provinces to 
beg to be enrolled as Volunteers. Indian ioyalry, speaking through 
its princes, has offered life and fortune; speaking through the 
Congresses it has appealed to the Government “to authorize a 
system (under such rules and restrictions us may to it seem fitting) 
of volunteering for the Indian inhabitants of the country such as 
may qualify them to support the Government effectively, in, any 
crisis.” This resolution, passed by the Calcutta Congre&j in 1886, 
Was entKusiastically re-affirmed by the Madras Congress last Christmas. 
As a me^ tp the efficien^. arming of India it was asked that 
military Retook (sdeit as Sandhurst) might be established with a 
view* to tndning of native officers, and it was wisely 
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pointed out that the age of mercenaries is over, and that in any 
great struggle England must depend for her fighting men upon her 
own subjects. That the Congress ivalized the caution with which 
its proposals would have to be received by a Government of a few 
thousands ruling over as many millions was evidenced by the speech 
of one of the delegates, who stud :— 

• ** We none of us wish to press this question too far. We do not ask 
that the privilege of volunteering should bo confeifed on everybody in 
India. We only make a very reasonable demand, namely, that the 
Government should allow those it knows it can trust, and those only, to 
volunteer.’' 

With such resolutions, clothed in temperate terms and advocated 
in language alike loyal and friendly, the Madras Congress concluded 
its session. As it surpassed the prt'vious Congresses in numbtjrs, and 
especially in the larger attendance of Mahomedan delegates, so it 
dealt in a broader and more statosmanliko spirit with the aftairs 
submitted to its consideration. Hithei'to the Indian National 
Oongress has made for itself no emunios, whilst it has materially 
increased the number of its sympathizers, and has strengthened by 
its generally admirable conduct and discussions the arguments of its 
well-wishers. We cordiallv wish future Congresses the success that 
has so far attended the annual meetings, and we do not doubt that, 
by wisely confining their proceedings within tht‘ limits of deliberation 
and advice, they will achieve for the Indian people the great refonns 
which it has hitherto been their object to indicate and advocate. 
Macaulay felt that, for the good of India itself, the admission of 
natives to high oflice must be effected by slow degi*ees; but that, 
when the interest of India required the change, we ought to 
rcluse to make the changt! lest we should endanger our own power, 
was a doctrine of which he could not think without indignation. 

“ Governments, like men, may buy existence too clear. Prater vitam 
vivendi jpmkra cuusas is a despicable policy lioth in individuals and in 
SSUites. In tlie present ease, suck a policy would bo not only despicable, 
but absui’d. The mere extent of Empire is not necessarily an advantage. 
To many governments it has >)een cumbersome; to some it has been fa^. 
It will allowed by every statesman (;f our time that the prosperity of a 
community is made up of the prosperity of tlioso who compose the com¬ 
munity, and that it is the most childish ambition to covet dominion which 
adds to no man's comfort or security. -To the great trading nation, to the 
great manufacturing nation, no progress which any portion of the human 
race can make in knowledge, in taste for the conveniences of life, or in 
the wealth by which those ct)nvenience8 aie produced, can be matter of 
indtiference. ... It wfmld be, on the most selfish view of the case, far 
better for us that the p<'ople of India were well governed and indej^ndent 
of UK, than ilhgovorned and subject to us. . . . That would, inde^, be a 
doting wisdom which, in order that India might remain a. d^ndency, 
woithl make it an useless and costly depet^fioiujyf which woujid icoep an 
hundred. miHioUs of men from being 0 ^'customers in order tibat they 
might con&ne to be onr.slaves.” ‘ ^; ■ 

* delivered by MacanUy in the Honije ef dooimon^bli July 10,1833. 



MEMORY/ 


Memory may bo defined as the aggregate of mental impressions 
possessed by an individual, together with the power of recalling them. 
The extent and quality of these impressions, and the power of repro* 
ducing them, difl'er greatly in different persons, and in the same 
person, at different i)eriods of life. “ In some persons,” says Locke, 

“ the mind retains the characters drawn on it like marble, in othera 
like freestone, and in others little better than sand.” The causes of 
this difference are numerous. The most potent of these is, un¬ 
doubtedly, original endownnent. Different races of men are pre¬ 
eminently distinguished from each other by differenct^s in respect to 
their cerebral organization, and, therefore, mental capacity—com¬ 
prising, of course, the faculty of memoiy. But individuals of one 
and' the same race differ in these respects widely from each other : 
children of one family inherit from their parents aboriginal mental 
endowments far superior to those inherited by the children of another 
family; and, hence, for the battle of life, individuals are variously 
equipped from the time of birth. 

The most perfect original impressions are, as a general rule, those 
produced in the minds of children, and so far as that part of mental 
culture—the development of good memory—is concerned, our aim 
should be to maintain in manhood and womanhood that perfect iinpres- 
.sionability of the brain which exists in healthy childhood. 

As, owing to various causes, the memory, in a large proportion of 
cases, is either naturally defective or becomes impaired, different methods 
of improving or strengthening it have been proposed. A German 
bibliographer, E. M. Oettinger, enumerates a hundred and seventy- 
one printed works on Memory and Mnemonics ; and Aim6 Paris, who 
advocated and taught a system of his own in the early part of the 
present century, gives a list of three hundred works on the subject! 
Analyses of many of the most important of these works are given 

• i <)n Mmory and ihe Jiational Meant of Immoving it. By Dr. Bdwanl Pick. Fifth • 
edition. With New Applications to tho Study of the French and Gennan Lanenase^ 
London. 1W8. 

A Pradiaed, Method of Aequiritig tke flench Langnagt. By Dr. E. Pick. 
edition. Lon^n, 1879. 

Meinory aadUt 'Podqn. By Dr. B. Pick. London. 1888. 

LoUetUft Ariaf'PorgeUivg eonoMredwith Mneimnici. By J. Apnleb]'.. Hail* 
cheeter, (Withsat Aib#.)- > ^ ^ ^ 

AU Aioftt Mnemttict. By A. Middleton. London. 1887. 

Memory t Mgtgto Jntprm , Bj DavM Kay, F.B.GB. London., 1888. 
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by recent writers on Mnemonics; bat, bo far as we are aware, no 
one of the authors of these numerous works adveils to the important 
physiological conditions, the presence of which is essential to ensure 
a strong and clear raomory always promptly obedient to the will. 
Indeed, so far as we know, the only allusion made to the physical 
basis of memory by any of the writers just mentioned occurs in a 
treatise by Laurence Fries, published at Strasburg in 1523, and en¬ 
titled, A Short Advice 1u>w Manorji I'an he JFonder/uUtf Straigtltencd. 
Thia author affirms that the seat of memory is in the occiput, and in 
order to strengthen the organ ho advises his pupils to eat “ rp^ed 
fowls, small birds, or young hares, and other delicious things, for 
dinner, with apples and nuts for dessert.” They may also “ enjoy 
good red wine,” but otherwise “ they must be sober and modera^.” 
The author’s claim to the originality of this teaching is freely recog¬ 
nized by Dr. Pick, who justly remarics : “ Tliis part of the method 
is his own; the rest is copied from^the ancients.” But his doctrine 
tliat memory is seated in the occiput entitles him i:o be regarded as 
one of the first heralds of Gall and Spurzheim, who not only gave 
to memory “ a local habitation” in the brain, but who taught that 
eadh of the numerous faculties, of which, ns they showed, the mind 
is constituted, has a special memory appropriate to itself. Each of 
the “ animal propensities ” and “ moral sentiments ” signalized on the 
phrenological map has, it is affiiuned, a special part of the brain as 
its organ, and each of these organs, the function of which is to feel 
according to its nature, can have its specially appropriate feeling 
which it has already experienced reproduced by the conjoint influence 
of the will and imagination. In like manner, the perceptions of the 
perceptive faculties and the reflections of the reflective faculties can 
also be reproduced. Moreover, while the strength and vividness of 
the feeling, perception, or thought which is recalled are in proportion 
to the strength and vividness of the original feeling, perception, or* 
thought, the strength and vividness of both the former and the latter 
differ in difierent persons according to the quantity and quality of 
cerebral matter constituting the organs of the several animal propen¬ 
sities, the moral sentiments, and perceptive, as weU as reflective, 
faculties in question. 

Again it is equally manifest that there is not one memory only, 
but many memories, in each mind; and that one kind of memory is 
pre-eminently developed in one person, and another in another. 

Memory,” says Ribot, may be resolved into memories, just ap 
the life of an organism may be resolyed into the livds of the 
organs, the tissues, the anatomical elements which comjposa it*’* 
Referring exclusively to tho perc^tive faculries^ wo need only 
mention a few thoroughly recognized, facts in proof rtf 
Rersoiur having a strongly developed o^gfan of what the -^pJ^sdlogistB 
call “i|i|ffividuidity receive peeulii^y; iiA^gsions of 
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external objects, and, therefore, of x)©i^ons; hebt^^ they immediately 
recognize them on seeing them again, and easily picture tl:em to 
themselves from memory. Persons abundantly endowed with the 
organ of “locality” exhibit an astonishing power of finding their 
way in regions previously unknown to thamj^ind of remembering the 
character of those they have visited. Persons thus endowed, when 
strongly impressed by the contents of a passage in a book they have 
rend, remember exactly the part of the page in which the passage 
occurs, and whether the page itself be a left hand or a right hand 
page. The number of degrees of capacity of perception and recol¬ 
lection of colours is scarcely less remarkable—^the power of recollec¬ 
tion of them being always proportionate to the power of perceiving 
them and signalising their difierences. Similarly, ho who possesses 
the musical faculty in an eminent degree possesses in a like degree 
the power of learning and remembering the pieces of music to which 
his attention is directed. A striking proof of the distinctively 
individualized character of our various faculties and memories is 
presented in the often observed fact that the perception of musical 
sounds end the perception of time, though both alike essential in the 
mental constitution of a good musician, differ greJatly in their relative 
strength in different individuals—so that while one may be a skilful 
musician he may be an indifferent timeist, and wc vars6.\ In the 
former case the orderly succession of notes of a musical passage is 
e&sily remembered, but the time-intervals, which are a distinctive 
feature of it, are remembered less easily; whereas in the latter case the 
memory of time is stronger than is that of tune. Equally notable is 
the fact that persons who are especially able as calculators recollect 
numbers with peculiar facility. Moreover, persons especially gifted 
with the faculty of language have a proportionate facility of recalling 
words, and of quoting from memory long passages which they have 
previously heard or read: “ Cardinal Mezzofanti, who is said to have 
known more than a hundred different languages, used to declare that 
ho never forgot a word that ho had once learnt.” 

"Seeing how completely each kind of memory is organi^lly 
related to a special part of the brain, and how completely its 
character is dependent on the quantity and quality of that part, 
our readers will not fail to recognize that an indispensable condition 
of a thoroughly good memory is a thoroughly healthy '|)r{un. 

But, however healthy and vigorous the brain may be, its varions 
fiujultiea can, of course, bo greatly developed and strengthened by 
skilful training. As the power of the varidus kinds of memory 
differs g^tly in degree in different persons, numerous and vanoua 
methods of systematiising the processes of recollection and of developt*. 
ing and streh^eiiing the memory have been propounded. In 
coniae of 4very department of science and art experience 

proves thsit; # simid&oity of principle, and simplicity of 
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method in its realization, are l^e last to be attained, so in respect to 
the art of memory or mnemotechni(», as it is called, th^ least com¬ 
plicated, and therefore the most easily apprehended plan is that 
which has been developed last: we refer to the one worked ont by 
Dr, Pick, or by others who recognize practically the value of his 
method. 

Dr. Pick expresses his obligations to Carl Otto, a Dane who 
travelled in Germany as a teacher of mnemonics, and who, in 
1843, published a bwk, entitled Lehrhiuih der Mmmotcehnik. He 
simplified the method already taught by Aim6 Paris. Otto’s lec¬ 
tures, delivered at Prague, gave Dr. Pick the first idea of having 
recourse to mnemonics as an aid in the medical studies in which he 
was then engaged;' 

“ A few months afterwards [he says] I lectured myself on mnemonics, 
teaching Mr. Otto’s system. By-and-by my {Hychological studies led mo 
to the conviction that all those associations of ideas which were taken as 
bases for mnemonics system, were founded on a false understanding of the 
process of the mind. 1 endeavouml to take as a l>asis for a mnemonic 
method those rules by which the true or natural association of ideas is 
performed in the mind. I soon found out that the reasons why we retain 
certain things more easily than others, could be made available to facilitate 
learning by heart.” 

We have already defined memory as a twofold function—the 
reception and the reproduction of mental impressions. If this 
definition be correct, it is evident that memory is good or bad— 
strong or weak, in proportion to the strength or weakness of the 
original impressions received by the mind, and in proportion to the 
amount of power possessed by the individual, of reproducing or 
recalling those impressions at will. Now the foundation of Dr. 
Pick^s “ method of improving the memory ” is the practical recog¬ 
nition of the truth just stated. Ho insists on the necessity of 
secnriug vivid and distinct impressions, mental images or ideas, 
and then of associating them in a systematic manner di^notively 
his own. 

Certain events, certain things we have seen, certain experiences 
make profound impressions upon us, and such impressions—agiw- 
able or disagreeable—are easily remembered, or reproduced. Indeed, 
such impressions are remembered without any voluntary effort on 
our part: they reappear unbidden, and not seldom, even, against 
our will. It is manifest, thtarefore, that if we would remember 
things which do not, by virtue of their own intrinsic force, produce 
strong and distinct impressions like those just referred to, we 
must by a vigorous effort of the will strive to crwte 'vivid and 
<iistinct impressions of these thii^s,* and we must' associate those 
impr«»icms with others equally vhrid and distinct' alrea^ in the 
mind; ' Jn order to create such impresfians, we ne^ to cbnoentmte 
our atten^^^n at one. iafee csi ai Vfetr Ab|ects m pcHsi^bte, and con- 
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sdoudy obseive and note their several chaiQilil^BKiBtic features. If 
during this ehdeavbar i^e vi^ur of the will kasens and the attention 
becomes weakened, the impressions or ideas ip question are in danger 
of becoming obscured, or even crowded out by the spontaneous 
presentations of ideas which force themsdiy^s on the consciousness, 
and straggle for pre-eminence. . In fact, the struggle for existence 
in ail realms of life, signalized by Darwin, is wonderfully exemplified 
in tlie realm of thought: if several ideas happen to he present in 
the mind at the satne time, they are apt to become hazy and dim, 
and, hence, are speedily forgotten; but, generally, when several are 
present simultaneously, some of them, being originally stronger than 
others, crowd out or efface the latter, and, themselves holding 
possession of the consciousness, are distinctly remembered. As Dr. 
Pick remai’ks— 

“ Stronger ideas always beat weaker ones. If tl»ose ideas which come 
’ to the mind are stronger than those they find present, they will make use 
of their strength, and expel the weaker ones. This is shown in the fact 
that if one thing attracts our attention, all other ideas diaappefur from our 
.minds for the moment. But if the ideas which try to come to the mind 
find others present which are stronger, then those latter ones make use of 
their strength, and do not admit the new-comers; they repel them imme¬ 
diately. This is shown in the fact that if something preoccupies ns, we 
neither hear nor see what is going on around us, though we are in the 
same physical condition as we were before. Our eyes and ears are open, 
but the ideas tiying to come in through these channels are repelled by the 
strong ideas present in the mind. . . . Say, for instance, you read a book, 
which you like very much; there may be other people in the same room 
talking, or eVen playing music, but you neither see nor hear anything, 
becauiM the book ab^rte your attention.- But sometimes you suddenly 
stop, -IrefeSluse you have just observed that you do not know' what you have 
been reading about in the Lost ten or twenty lines, and you must read it 
again to know what it is. This will happen if chance brings to the mind 
an idea, which is stronger than those coming from the book. As long as 
the book fixed your attention, nothing else was admitted. But a word 
spoken, a noise heard, or even sometimes an idea, recalled to the mind by 
the book itself, * crosses the mind'; in other w'ords, an idea appears which 
is stronger than those coming from the book. From that moment nothing 
else is admitted, and this is why you do not know what you have been 
reading about in the last ten or twenty lines.” 

Moreover, according to the law of association, ideas are intimately 
related to others with which, in the words of Professor Blackie, thfey 
are “ naturally fitted together in the mind by contrast or similarity, 
or by ties of contiguity in time or place, or by the bond of causality.” 
Their presence ensures that of those mth which they are closely 
related; and thus the conception or memory of one idea ensures 
the reproduction, recall, or memory of other ideas which have a strong 
affinity. ih So thet while weak ideas ere olfficnred 01 ; crowded out 
by rtrong^ the.U^*, when of equal strength, do not overcome 
or but enter,.in^ intimate (^mmuieion, and 1 ^,. 

completely^ piresen^ i^f alone, but always 
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in company with its associate. This cohesion of hleas, “ which is con¬ 
stantly going on in onr mindS| is not only the basis of remembrance, 
but of all intellectual at^yiiy. .... An idea never comes back to 
the mind by itself, but is i^lways recalled by another.” The facility 
or difficulty with which one idea recalfs another depends upon the 
strength with which they cohere. If their cohesion be strong, there 
is easy recollection; if their cohesion be weak, there is either weak 
or no recollection. The force of their cohesion depends on the in¬ 
trinsic strength of the ideas themselves. 

Duly considering these established facts of consciousness re¬ 
vealed by experience, Dr. Pick deduces from them as their logical 
consequences ''certain important practical conclusions—viz., that the 
only rational means of developing and strengthening the memory 
are twofold, oifid as follows :— 

(1) To concentrate our attention on as few ideas as possible at 
the same time; and (2) to enforce our attention to the ideas in 
question , by comparing them with each other. 

It is obvious that the fewer the ideas of which we are conscions 
at one and the same time the stronger and more sharply defined 
they will be; and it is not less obvious that if we scrupulously 
compare with each other the objects they represent, we must 
examine those objects carefully, must note their several points of 
likeness, of difference and of contrasty and hence the precise cha¬ 
racter of their relation to each other—whether by identity or contrast* 
of nature, by similarity of form or colour, by sameness of place or 
of origin, &c. &c. Such an examination and comparison will 
inevitably result in associations of the ideas of the objccts^jKpre- 
sented—associations the sti'ength of which will be proportionate to 
the strength or vividness of the ideas themselves, so that in fact 
no one of them can become present in the consciousness without 
bringing with it others which cohere to it. Thus one recalls or 
ensures the reproduction of another, and even the ideas of things 
which we have never compared but which are more or less 
alike, easily recall each other. “ Take, for instance,” as Dr. Pick 
says, “two ideas, like book and printing. There is, of course,- 
not the slightest necessity to seek the connection of those two 
ideas.. In such a case it is sufficient to concentrate our attention 
cm them for one moment only, that they may blend strongly m our 
minds.” Dr. Pick gives some striking examples of the possUnlity 
of easily remembering a long series of words, if only we restrict our 
attsmtioii to two ideas at one time, it being underatood. that they 
have ikb obvious connection; and if, while going over j^ jwri^ wo 
to the. words which.precede or succeed those'omsthich 
^ccessively conc^iitrate^. The folloffh^ aeries, 
^pidlffzKHtt Dr. Pick’s con- 

lequzvahmls oC>^i&QSe l^tin words ()f tiie third 
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declension -v^hich are excepfeions to the rule of the third 

declension in is are. feminine.:— 


Mullet—fish, 

River—ohannel, 

Bitch—^worm, 

Dust—footpath, 

Hillock-—stone,, 

Fire—^firebrand, 

Bellows—ash^, 

Fine flour—-bread, 

Cuoumber—stem, 
Thorn-bundle, 

Club—lever, 

Axletree—ploughshare, 

Sword (artificial weapon). 

Nail (natural weapon), 

Blood—snake, 

Dormouse—net. 

Hair—rope, 

Collar—circle, 

Month (division of .time)—end. 


Fish—^riv^, 

Channel—4tt^, 

Worn—i^nst, 

Footpath—hillock, 

Stone—^fire (because of flint). 
Firebrand—bellows, 

Ashes—fine flour. 

Bread—cucumber. 

Stem—^thorn, 

Bundle—club, 

Lover—axletree, 

Ploughshare (emblem of peace), 
Swoi’d (emblem of war), ’ 

Nail—^blood. 

Snake—dormouse, 

Net—hair, 

Rope—collar. 

Circle (orbis)—month, 

}Snd—doorpost. 


Our readers will easily recognize that the less the difficulty which 
they experience in perceiving some sort of relation between the ideas 
which each of the above couple of words represents, the greater the 
facility with which they remember them. In putting together each 
pair of these words, Dr. Pick was constrained to select only those which 
are the English equivalents of those Latin words of the third de* 
clension which are exertions to the rule that nouns of that declen¬ 
sion ending in is are feminine; and consequently the relation between 
the iddas represented by the words of some of the couples is far from 
strikingly manifest. For example, what distinct relation is there 
between the idea of ashes and that of fine flour, between the idea of 
bread and that of cucumber, between the idea of cucumber and that 
of stem, between the idea of bundle and that of club, between the 
idea of month and that of end, or between the idea of end and that 
of doorpost ? And yet any one making the experiment will find 
that by fixing the attention exclusively on the two ideas represented 
by each of the above couples of words in succession, he is able to 
remember the whole of them by reading them only once or twice 
over. The experience thus gained is, in our opinion, a striking con¬ 
firmation of the soundness of Dr. Pick’s theory, and of the method 
of traanir^ the memmy as well as of teaching founded upon it. 
Every one will a^mit that a method enabling a student of the Latin 
grammar to commit to memory in a few minutes a long list of words, 
compiling the whole of the exceptions to a general rule, and to ror 
member them: fair morp effiectnally than he could do had he resorted 
to the lab<!^oh[» ‘prbee8s oi learning them by heart in tibe ordinary 
way, m,hsfe- 4^ valuable. Of course, this method is appli* 

cubic in langnages^ lmd tenders letonishinglygre^ 

'' ^ m2 
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aid in learning and remembering what are peculiarly difficult both to 
learn and to remember, the numerous exceptions to general rules. 
Br. Pick shows how, by the application of his method, a knowledge 
of the genders of French nouns may easily be acquired and retained, 
^d how those veiy troublesome things, the irregular French verbs, 
njay be completely mastered. In his book, entitled On Memory ant! 
'i%e Rational Means of Impi’oviny it, Dr. Pick hhs exemplified the 
application of his method to the learning of the German language ; 
and, in respect-t)jtVencb, he has performed a like service by the pub- 
licatioiji-JT Practical Method of Arquiriny the French Lang^iayc. 

Various as are the applications of his method, it is itselif, as our 
readera have seen, admirably simple. In his application of it to the 
study of foreign languages, he makes especial use of comparison, 
which he repeats, “ assists remembrance most efficaciously if we take 
the known as starting-point of comparison with the unknown. In 
the study^of foreign languages the known are those elements which 
we find in our own language, or in any other language familiar to us. 
Thus, the knowledge of on(‘- foreign language facilitates the study of 
others.” For the detailed and practical exposition of this admirably 
effective method of learning languages we must refer our readers to 
Dr. Pick’s works. We shall only remark hero that his method of 
learning languages, insteatl of being a laborious effort of memory, is a 
process of comparison, analysis, and rerusoning from beginning to end. 

Again, Dr. Pick’s method of facilitating tho remembrance of 
numbers, for example, the numbers of iqhabitants of different 
countries, tho dates of great historical events, of the births or deaths 
of great men, &c., is only another form of applicat ion of the principle 
of comparison, and is as iugeniou.H and sound in principle as it is 
surprisingly effective. An adequate explanation and practical ex¬ 
emplification of it would, however, occupy more space than we- can 
hero give to it; and, therefore, wo can only advise those who wish 
to become acquainted with it to refer to Dr. Pick’s works, or to their 
author, or to some one of .the loyal (shall vre say honest ?) tethers 
of his method. 

To cite the evidence of certain competent experts in proof that 
what we have said of the merits of tho method in question is no 
exaggeration is p^haps due to ourselves, and, certainly, is due to 
Dr. Pick. In May 1860 he explained his method in a lecture 
which ho gave at Willis’s Eooins. The chair was taken by Lord 
Houghton (then Monckton Milnes, M.P.), who, “ in a speech lUghly 
Phlogistic of Dr. Pick’s method,” spoke of him as “ tte propqnnder 
of pinlosophical principles which must henoeforth be admittra in all 
^Stethh of education.” He added-r-r” Jpothod of ^ini|^' the 

Reasoning isisubst-ituted for prosesseis of ^ 

fa^ ^ck as 1859 he lectured on his f^stom in hfag^at^ Hall, 

'' ' ■ ' * * 'May 8, J8S0. 
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Oxford.. The Principal of the Hall introduc^dUlfi^ to the meeting, 
and at its close “ expressed the gratification it ^fthr^i^ him to witness 
the results of a - system of energizing the |aemory by a p^rocess 
which had the great recommendations of being simple, natural, and 
efiective.” \ 

The late Head Master of Uppingham Scliool, the Rev. Edward 
Thring, who had a thoroughly practical acquaintance with Dr# Pick’s 
system, expressed his opinion of it, in 1887, as follows:— 

“ The whole of my working life as a learner of new things has been 
turned round and doubled in efficiency since I heard Dr. Pick. Had I 
known as a hoy how to work in tlie maimer 1 now do from having listened 
to his instructions, I should have mastered and retained ten times as much 
knowledge as I now have with a quarter of the labour. Dr. Pick's method 
has the marvellous advantage of being the right method for acquiring all 
knowledge, the true way to apply mind, whilst it also has a few simple 
but all-powerful rules by which the leaining anything by heart is rendered 
po&sible and lasting.” 

• 

Pi-ofessor Weber, late Director of the Preceptors’ College in 
Bremen, referring to one of Dr. Pick’s lectures which he attended, 
remarked that, “to every one who attended the lecture, it was 
rendered manifest that to strengthen the memory, and procure results 
seemingly impossible, one should recur to the aid of this method, and 
to no other. Its advantages in connection with education were at 
once made evident to all present; and I do not hesitate to express 
the opinion that this method should be adopted in all public estab¬ 
lishments of education.” 

Of the numerous testimonials which Dr. Pick has received and 
published expressing emphatically the strong approval of his method 
of teaching, nearly all are from first-class educationalists. This fact 
deserves especial attention ; for as these men have the most practical 
knowledge and the largest educational experience of methods, they 
are of all men the most competent to appreciate and judge of the 
special merits of each, and therefore to pronounce the most trust¬ 
worthy opinions concerning them. 

The question may be reasonably asked, if Dr. Pick’s method;, of 
teaching and of training the memory possesses the special excellence 
alleged by the witnesses just quoted, how is it that throughout, the 
long period since he began to -advocate it its merits are not even yet 
generally recognized ? The answer to this question lies, we beliere, 
in the fact that, though at different times and in various placek Dr. 
Hek has expounded hiis views, he has not made it the busines$;of 
his lifie, M .many jneDi in his position would have done, to exemplify 
t}ieix.ya\ue ,nh^ imjjbrtance, by himself becoming the systematic and 
practic^ as a daily teacher, whcse lessons would have been 

to. wish^g to profit by them. < 

6 , im, ' ’ ■ 
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We leam from a pamphlet, entitled L(yisctte's.ATt of Never.Forgetting 
um-pared with Mnemonicsf by Mr. F. Appleby, bow popular Dr. 
Pick’s method has become even in the disguised and. gr^tly impaired 
form in which Mr. Loisette has presented it. We use these adjec¬ 
tives advisedly, and are justified in doing so by thn statements in 

the pamphlet just mentioned. Mr. Appleby says:— 

• 

** Dr. Pick defined the laws governing the reproduction of ideas as being 
those of analogy, opposition, co-existence, and succession; Mr. Ijoisette calls 
this ‘ reoollective analysis,’ and gives the laws a.s ‘ inclusion,’ * exclusion,’ 
and ‘ concurrence.’ The first, ‘ inclusion,’ is merely the law of analogy 
under another n^e. Pick siiys regarding this; ‘ Analogous ideas i-eproduce 
each other, and are those which have one or more qualities in common.’ 
Mr. Loisette gives exactly the same meaning to the law of ‘ inclusion,’ 
although, as usual, in different word.s. He says: * Inclusion indicates that 
there is an overlapping of meaning between two words, or that there is a 
prominent idea or sound that belongs to both alike. In associating the 
■words ‘ladder ’ and ‘ lad,’ ho .say.s, ‘ it is inclusion by sound—“ lad” being 
common to^botb.’ Dr. Pick defined the law of opjK>sition as those con- 
■taining qualities wholly different from or opposed to each other. Mr. 
Loisette calls tins law ‘ exclusion,’ and defines it as meaning antithesis. 
In giving example.s Mr. Loisette instances * righteous—wicked,’ ‘ hot— 
cold,’ * old—young.’ One of Dr. Pick’s pupils, Rev. J. H. Bacon, gives 

* virtue—vice,’ ‘ light—darkness,' ‘ old—young,’ as examples of this rule. 
Dr. Pick’s third law of * co-<*xistence ’ he defines as that of the recalling 
of ideas ■vvldch at some foimer period have l)een in the mind atone and the 
same time. Mr. Loisette teims ‘ concuiTenco ’ wliat has been thought of 
together. Dr. Pick’s fourth law of ‘ succession,’ termed by others ‘ cause 
and effect,’ is really included in the third law, and Mr. Loisette discards it. 
Mr. Loihotte’s example of this rule—‘ walnut-tree—orchard ’—may be 
compared with a similar example given by Pick—‘ garden—apple.’ Except 
in uante the principles of both systems appear to bo the same. 

“ Mr. Loisette's list of one hundred words, refoiTod to above, had, like 
that of the other mnemonists, to ho thoroughly committed to memory. 
The orginality of the method.of doing this will be seen from a comparison 
■with other systems. Each of the words in Mr. Loisette’s ‘ cjorrelator ’ has 
some connection with that preceding and following it. Mr. Loisette is 
careful to impress upon his pupils that they are committing to memory, 
not by repetition, but by analj'sis, and directs them how to take two wor& 
at a time and by comparison or analysis associate them. For instance, 
the words * plow ’ and ‘ sword' are to be plac.cd in the mind together «id 
associated, or, to use the Professor’s term, * correlated.’ Next the word 

* sword ’ is placed in tlie mind with ‘ fish; ’ then * fwh ’ with ‘ scales,' fol¬ 
lowed by ‘scale—ladder,’ ‘ladder—lad,’ <frc. By learning the series in this 
manner, and by repeating each set of ten backwaixls and forwards, the 
pupil finds that he can repeat the whole in a similar manner. In his book 
on Rational Memorg, Dr. Pick gives several lists of words relating to each 
other, and it is interesting, when considering Mr. Loisette’s el^lm to 
originality, to peruse the instructions Dr. Pick gave for ocontnlttfng to 
menicny li^s of ibis character, lie says, under the heading of * Assoeiar 
tion of Ideas ’: ‘ When we compare two ideas, we search out and pltfise 4 ^e 
bf side the qualities which they passess in common, and those on tha other 
1 ^ 1 ^ by which they are distinguished £rom. each other.’ 

* th»bp^tk>n involves an o^rt ’‘(^ 'the mind, and produeea an 
atl^ticfn which' inevitably strengthen} the impression, and if at any 

'P^iod ■ elth|^ oim ef the/ twn. ideas which have thuS'. been 
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compared and analysed presents itself to the mind, recall the other 

immediately and distizmtly. Now, if .there be a seriM. of such analogous 
or opposite ideas which it' is dbsired to' retain ly heart, the rule just 
described still holds good, and the task will be fouiliS easy if set abou;) with 
care and deliberation. Merely compare the first idea with the second, the 
second with-the third, and sc on \ no more tlion ideas, however, being 
token up at the same time.’ The Doctor gives examples, and adds that if 
care has been taken to associate in the manner described, the student will 
not only be able to recite the words in the list in their proper order, but 
will find that any one word will immediately recall the one preceding and 
following, and that he can with eqmil facility recite them backwa^s as 
forwards. 

“ It has already been shown how closely Mr. Loisette has imitated 
Dr. Pick’s principles and method of associating ideas; and a number of 
instances have been given of Mr. Loisette’s method of connecting two 
unfamiliar words by a series of disjointed intermediates. In the English 
Medumie, No. 1084, an ‘ Old Pupil ’ of Dr. Pick says: ‘ Pick’s method 
was to connect two ideas, in themselves unconnected, by some idea which 
had a connection with each— e.g., to connect “ tooth” and “friend.” You 
think of tooth—toothpick—Pick—your friend. Sometimes he carried 
the connection through a whole series of objects; thus, to connect “ coal” 
and “ time: ” coal—fire; chimney—chimney-piece) timepiece on it—^time.’ ” 

Whereas Dr. Pick says that this (connecting two unfamiliar words) 
occurs very seldom prg,ctically, as every subject we study consists of 
ideas logically connected, and all we have to do is to start from 
what we know already, and to compare the new things with the 
ones we know already, Mr. Loisette’s whole system consists in this 
correlation, as he calls it; and to show the absurdity to which he 
turned it, we give here a few instances of his correlations:— 

“ How to learn history; History of tho English people. 

“ The English people came originally from Denmark. Tliey consisted of 
three tribes—the Jutes, the English, and tho Saxons. Their common 
name (the English) inchoates their unity, and the prominence of one 
tribe. 

“ To remember this phi’ase, you proceed as follows :— 

**The English people .... English ..... English lion . . , . den. 
Derma/rk .... Jutland .... Jutes .... porse-cloth .... sa<^- 
doth .... Saxons .... Saxhorn .... Thrillmg .... note .... 
tingle^ 

“ English common name .... unity .... prominence of one taibOi” 

’’Mr. Appleby’s appreciatiojj of Mr. Loisette’s pretensions is con¬ 
firmed by Mr. Middleton, who says:— 

“ About four years ago Loisette, an American lecturer on mnemonics, 
commenced business in London, teaching what he termed * instantaneous 
menSory,’ and ‘ the art of never forgetting.’ The system subsequently 
received the approval of Dr. Wilson, and Mr. K. A. Proctor, the astronomar. 
The fee for a complete course is fifteen guineas, five guineas being charged 
imparting the system proper; and additional fees of five guineas each 
for a * whist mem(^,’ and the * cure of discontinuity.’ Having received 
repeats snquirite/regarding the merits of this, system, I have taken the 
trouble' to carefd]^ o^pare it with other systems, with the result tha^ 1 
certainly eaastoFewiom either l^e Professw’s olaiin or Mr. FroeWs 
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monial to its originality. .... Mr. Proctor says he believes it is unlike 
all other systems.After a careful comparison' of this system with 


that of Dr. Pick, Miles, Beniprowski, Stokes and others, tha conclusion I 
came iio was tliat, while it in some respects resembles all of them, it is 
inferior to any one of ,the^ v . . . Loisette, rather curiously, is the only 
mnempnist who condemns Pick by name and yot adopts Pick’s method of 
association.” 

We ore credibly informed that “ Professor ” Loisette’s success in 
teaching his “ art of never forgetting ” has been so great that the 
accumulated fees he has received already amount to a large fortune. 
Perhaps this custom, rigorously observed, of constraining each of his 
pupils to sign an agreement that they will not reveal a knowledge 
of his method to any one was a form of homage—questionable, it 
may be, but none the less real—^to Dr. Pick, whose ideas he 
thoroughly appreciated, and it seems so completely assimilated, that 
he came to regard them as his own, and accordingly strove to 
secure for himself an exclusive property in them as if they really 
were so.- Original ideas generally pass, during their struggle for 
existence, through three phases: (1) their value is ignored ; (2) their 
originality is disputed, and attempts, more or less successful, are 
made to misappropriate them; and (3) their value and originality 
are alike recognized and are duly ascribed’to their real authors. 
Dr. Pick’s have already passed through the second phase, and now at 
length he has the satisfaction of seeing them enter the third.^ 

P.S.—Since this article has been put into type we have received 
from the United States a closely printed pamplilet, consisting of 224 
pages, entitled Loisette” JSrposed.'^ It appears that “Professor 
Loisette ’’ left the scene of his money-making exploits in London some 
time ago, and went to New York for the purpose of repeating them in 
Transatlantic cities: He spent many thousands of dollars in adver¬ 
tising himself, and effected an arrangement with a thoroughly astute 
American, Mr, R. F. Foster, who agreed to “ run” him,through the 
chief cities of the Union. According to a deed signed by the two 
contracting parties, Foster was to be employed in the business of 
teaching the “ Loisettian System of Memory,” or the “ Art of Never 
Forgetting,” and was to travel for the purpose of organizing classes 
in the different cities of the United States, He was to receive for 
his services 20 per cent, of the total amount derived from each of 

* The truth of this stateuieDt receives abundant confirmation from the excellent, 

especially ernditc, and. for the most part, thoroughly scientific treatise on JMmory^ 
by Mr. David Kay, His chapters oiitithd respectively, “Memory, what it is,* 
“Association of Ideas,'* and “Memory; liow to improve it,” teem with,evidence 
proving the sonndncssdof each of tho propositions of Dr. Pick, the Chief 6f which he 
quotes in support o|^ own case. ■ , j . . - . , 

* *‘LouetCe ” (Marcus Dwight Lar^we, alias Silas Holmes, alias Alphonse 

Lbiaette)' togeth^^with toisette’s system of Physiolojplcal Memory; the 

Instantaneous Art of Never Forgetting. To which is ax^pended •d 'Bibliogrt.phy'ef 
Mamoni<», 1325-1888. By G. S. Fellows, M.A. Copyright, 1888. New York: 
Q. 6. Fellows & Co. 
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the classes of pupils which he organized, after the expense of 
brganizmjg it had been deducted* During the f^gjrteen weeks from 
December 10, 1887, to March 16, 1888, cla|^ were, it appears, 
organized in five cities, including Washington; D.C., the aggre¬ 
gate number of pupils being 5092; and i^is^is e^imated that the 
total net gains from the enterprise during the fourteen weeks in 
question were $22,600. “Of this Loisette rfeeived about $18,000, 
and Foster $4500, bIsides expenses*” Unfortunately,. W'hen the 
Loisettian lectures came to be delivered at Washington, the progress 
of this lucrative business was suddenly stopped. The coming of 
“ Professor” Loisette to Washington was preceded by vague rumours 
that the Professor was a “ fraud.” Suspicion gave rise to investi¬ 
gation, and it was discovered that the essential elements of the 
“ Loisettian system ” had been taken bodily, w'ithout acknowledge¬ 
ment, from the writings of Dr. Pick. At Washington “ a public 
meeting of all who had studied the Loisette system ” was convened 
for the purpose of considering Professor Loisette’s pretensions. The 
demonstration that the “rumours” mentioned above w^ere thoroughly 
w'ell grounded is said to have been “ complete,” and Mr. Foster, 
whose temptation to remain w’ith Loisette, with w'hom he had a 
contract for four years, consisted of his experience of receiving 
“ over $50 a day,” felt himself constrained to resist that tempta¬ 
tion, and to write to his employer the following letter:— 

“008, M-iDWON Avi:.nue, B.vltimork, M.<Kri.Aifi>, 

“ April, 1888. 

“ Frofessob a. Loisktte, 

^ “ Dear Sib, —I wish to say to you that for some time past I have 
felt alarm regarding the character of the man 1 have been engaged in 
introducing to the public. 

“ 4 ... I have for some time been aware of rumoui’s that he was 
living under a false name, and tliat the whole account of himself was a 
sei'ies of falsehoods and misrepresentations. 1 have also been at some 
pains to investigate his career from the time he was at Yale College to 
the time he was engaged at the Polytechnic in London; and the general 
result, coupled with my own experience of him, has been such that 1 
must decline, on moral grounds, to have anything further to do with him, 
as I do not propose to be caught in the branches when the tree falls. It 
has never yet been necessary for me to earn a livelihood by misrepre¬ 
sentation or fraud, and I decline to continue in any capacity Which 
compels me to present and introduce to the public as a scholar, a 
gentleman, and a leader in the cause of education, one whom 1 know to be 
a humbug and a fraud. 

“ Respectfully, 

“ R. F. Foster.” 

We may add that,according to '‘JLuisdfc” Bu'poml, Professor Loisette 
is an assumed name, and that the jjerson who assumed it is stated to 
be “ Mawiis’ Dwight Laigowe, bom at Cohocton, Steuben Co., N.Y<, 
Maybtb, ]832> ;; 



INDEPENDEIirT • SECTION. 

lUnder ike above title <i limited portion of The WestminIteb Betiew w ocauUmady 
Bet apart for the reo^iUm of able Ariiden, n'hkh, though luxrmoniidng vaith the general 
spirit ana aims of the Seview, may contain opiniom at variance with theparfusular 
uteas or measuree it advocates. The olgeet of the JSditora in intromieing this 
department is to facilitate the expression of opinion by men of high mentaLpower and 
culture, who, while they are zedtous friends of freedom andprotfresB, jjel diff&r widely, 
on special jmnta ef great practical concern, both from the JSaitora and from 
each other,} 


MARRIAGE. 


It is not difficult to find people mild and easy-going about religion, 
and even politics may be regarded with wide-minded tolerance; but 
broach social subjects, and English men and women at once become 
alarmed and talk about the foundations of society and the sacredness 
of the home! Yet the particular form of social life, or of marriage, 
to which they are so deeply attached, has by no means existed from 
time immemorial; in fact, modern marriage, with its satellite ideas, 
only dates as far back as the age of Luther. Of course the in.stitntion 
existed long before, but our particular mode of regarding it can be 
traced to the era of the Keformation, when commerce, competition, the 
great hottrgeois class, and that remarkable thing called “Respectability,’^ 
also began to arise. 

Before entering upon the history of marriage, it is necessaiy to 
clear the ground for thought u^wn this subject by a protest against 
the careless use of tho words “human nature,” and especially 
“woman’s nature.” History will show us, if anything will, that 
human nature has an app^ently limitless adaptability, and that 
therefore no conclusion can be built upon special manifestations 
which may at any time bo developed. Such development must be 
referred to certain conditions, and not be mistaken for the eternal 
law of being. With regard to “ woman’s nature,” concerning which 
innumerable cohtradictory dogmas are held, there is so little really 
known about it, and its power of development, that all social 
philosophies are more or le.ss falsified by this universal thotigh 
subUmely unconscious ignorance. 

-tW 4^fiicaltie8 of friendly interoonrso between men mid wohlen 
are so great, and the fislse sentiments induced by onr preseit system 
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so many and so subtle, that it is tbe hardest thing in the world for 
either sex to learn the truth concjerning the real thoughts and feelings 
of the other. If. they find out what they mutually think about the 
weather it is as much as can be expected—consistently, that is, with 
genuine submission to presedt ordinances. Tinkers, therefore, per¬ 
force take no count of tbe many half-known and less understood 
ideas and emotions of women, even as these actually exist at the 
moment, and they make still smaller allowance for potential develop¬ 
ments which at the present crisis are almost incalculable. Current 
phrases of the most shallow kind are taken as if they expressed, the 
whole that is knowablo on the subject. 

There is in fact no social philosophy, however logical and far-seeing 
on other points, which does not lapse into incoherence as soon as it 
touches the subject of women. The thinker abandons the thought- 
laws which he has obeyed until that fatal moment; ho forgets every 
principle of science previously present to liis mind, and he sud¬ 
denly goes back centuries iri knowledge and in the consciousness of 
possibilities, making schoolboy statements, and “ babbling of green 
fields ” in a manner that takes away the breath of those who have 
listened to his former reasoning, and admired his previous delicacies 
of thought-distindtion. Has he been overtaken by some afflicting 
mental disease ? Or does he merely allow himself to hold one subject 
apart from the circulating currents of his brain, judging it on dif¬ 
ferent principles from those on which he judges every other subject ? 

Whatever be the fact, the results appear to be identical. A 
sudden loss of intellectual power would have exactly this effect upon 
the opinions which the sufferer might hold on any question after¬ 
wards presented to him. Suddenly fallen from his high mental estate, 
our philosopher takes the same view of women as certain Indian 
theologians took of the staple food of their country.* “The Great 
Spirit,” they said, “made all things, except the wild rice, but the 
wild rice came by chance.” The Muse of History, guided by that of 
Science, eloquently protests against treating any part of the universe 
as “ wild rice; ” she protests against the exclusion of the ideas of 
evolution, of natural selection, of the well-known influence upon organa 
and aptitudes of continued use or disuse, influence which every one 
has exemplified in his own life, which every profession proves, and 
which is freely acknowledged in the discussion of all questions except 
those in which woman forms an important clement. “ As she was in 
the beginning, is now, and ever shall be.-! ” 

There is a strange irony in this binding of women to the evil results 
in their own natures of the restrictions and injustice which they have 
suffered for generations. We chain up a dog to keep watch over 
our hqme; we deny hita, freedom, and in some cases, alas! even 
sufficient exercise to keep his limbs supple and his body in health. 

^ •' i.-* .1 See Tylofs JPrmitw OuUure. 
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He becomes dull and spiritless, he is miserable and ill-looking, and if 
by any chance he is let loose., he gets into mischief and runs away. 
He has not been used to liberty or happiness, and he cannot stand it. 

Humane people ask his master: “ Why do you keep that dog 
always chained up ? ” 

Oh ! he is accustomed to it; he is suited for the chain; when 
we let him loose he runs wild.” 

So the dog is punished by chaining for the misfortune of having 
been chained, till death releases him. In the same way we hav(i 
subjected women for centuries to a restricted life, which called forth 
one or two forms of domestic activity ; we have rigorously excluded 
(even punished) every other development of power; and we have 
then insisted that the conse(]uent adaptations of structure, and. the 
violent instincts created by this distorting process, are, by a sort of 
compound interest, to go on adding to the distortions tliemselves, 
and at the same time to go on foiming a mortj and more solid ground 
for upholding the established system of restriction, and the ideas 
that accompany it. We chain, because we haxe chained. The dog 
must not be released, because his nature has adapted itself to the 
misfortune of captivity. 

He has no revenge in his power; he must live and die, and no 
one knows his wretchedness. But the woman takes her unconscious 


vengeance, for she enters into the inmost life of society.' She can 
pay back the injury with interest. And so she does, item by item. 
Through her, in a great measure, marriage becomes what Ulilton 
calls “a drooping and disconsolate household captivity,” and through 
her influence over children she is able to keep going much physical 
weakness and disease which might, with a little knowledge, be njadily 
stamped out; she is able to oppose new ideas by the eai*ly implanting of 
prejudice; and, in short, she can hold back the wheels of progress, 
and send into the world human beings likely to wreck every attempt 
at social reorganization that may bo matle, whether it be ma^e by 
men or by gods.* 


Seeing, then, that the nature of women is the result of their cir¬ 
cumstances, and that they are not a sort of human “wild rice,”- ^ 
by chance or special creation, no protest can be too strong a^** 
the unthinking use of the term “ woman's nature.” An nnmanap®^*' 
host of begged questions, crude assertions, and unsound ha)*°®® 
thought are packed into those two hackneyed words. ^ 

Having made this pi-otest, we propose to take a brief 
the history of marriage, then to consider marriage at 

’ really 

* With regard to the Cfril effects of ignorance in the management bf yow 
probably few people rcaliie liow tnu<ji avoidable pain is. endure^, "OCiai 
weajmess in after-life is traceable to the absard irauitiomil modes of tre thotlgh 


and children. 


Tbe«uzrent ideas ^ incredibly stnpid; obe ignorant nnrse bands, 
aootbear, iptd the whole race is brought up in a manner tliat offends womon 
acmaebrbpt the simplest common'Senle.' ' ' l.... . 

ft system 



Marriage, 189 

day, and finally to discuss' the marriage of the future. We begin 
with a liiine when there was no such thing ae = taonogamy, but it 
is not necessary for our purpose to dweU upon itlhat age. The first 
era that bears closely upon our subject is the matriarchal age, to 
which myths and folk-lore, in almost all couiliiies, definitely point. 
The mother was the head of the family, pri^tess, and instructress 
in the arts of husbandry. She was the first agriculturist^ the first 
herbalist, the initiator (says Karl‘Pierson) of all civilisation. Of 
this age many discoveries have lately been made in Germany. The 
cave in which the mother took shelter and brought up her 
family was the germ of our “ homo.’^ The family knew only one 
parent; the mother; her name was transmitted, and property-—when 
that began to exist—was inherited through her, and her only. A 
woman^s indefeasible right to her own child of course remained 
unquestioned, and it was not until many centuries later that men 
resorted to all kinds of curious devices with a view of claiming 
authority over children, which was finally established by force, 
entirely irrespective of moral right. 

The idea of right always attaches itself in course of time to an 
established custom which is well backed up by force; and at the present 
day even persons of high moral feeling see no absurdity in the 
legal power of a man to dispose of his children contrary to the will 
of thoir mother. Not only does the man now claim a right to inter¬ 
fere, but he actually claims sole authority in cases of dispute. This 
would be incredible were it not a fact. 

During the mother-age, some men of the tribe became wandering 
hunters, while others remained at home to till the soil. The hunters, 
being unable to procure wives in the woods and solitudes, used to 
make raids upon the settlements and cany oft’ some of the women. 
This was the origin of our modern idea of posnesnon in marriage. 
The woman became the property of the man, his own by right of 
conquest. Now the wife is his own by right of law. 

It is John Stuart Mill, we believe, who says that woman was the 
^•‘St being who was endaved. A captured wife probably lost her liberty 
evoiu'ijeforo animals were pressed into man’s service. In Germany, 
and Jtrly times, women were in the habit of dragging the plough, 
has erand many similar facts, we may remark in passing, show that 
which ig no inherent difference in physical strength between the two 
those band that the present great difference is probably induced 
the begiference of occupation extending backward over many 
Thewjons. 

in their ^yransition period from the mother-age to the father-age was 
Buffered ^.'^ainful. It took centuries to deprive the woman of her 
our hqme^aition as head of the family, and of all the superstitious 
sufficient (j^^ch her knowledge of primitive arts and of certain 
"''^pfiierbs, besides her .influence as priestess, secured her. 
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Of this long struggle we find many traces in old legends, in folk¬ 
lore, and in the siirrival of customs older than history.. Much later, 
in the witch-persecutions of the .Middle Ages,; wee pome tipon the 
remnants of belief in the woman's superior power and knowledge, and 
the determination of man to extinguish it.^ The awe remained in 
the form of superstition, but the old reverence was changed- to 
antagonism. We can note in early literature the feeling that women 
were evil creatures eager to obtain power, and that the man was 
nothing less than a coward wlio permitted this low and contemptible 
influence to make way against him. 

During the transition period, capture-marriages, of course, met 
with strenuous opposition from the mother of the bride, not only 
as regarded* the highThanded act itself, but also in respect to the 
changes relating to property which the establishment of father-rule 
brought al^ut. Thus we find a hereditary basis for the (no doubt) 
divinely instilled and profoundly natural repugnance of a man for his 
motlier-in-law t This sentiment can claim tlie authority of centuries 
and almost equal rank as a primitive and sacred impulse of our nature 
with ■ the maternal instinct itself. Almost might we speak of it 
tenderly and mellifluously as “ beautiful.” 

On the spread of Christianity and the ascef ic doctrines of its later 
teachers, feminine influence received another check. “ Woman! ” 
exclaims Tertullian with startling frankness, " thou art the gate of 
hell!" This is the key-note of the monastic age. Woman was an ally 
of Satan, seeking to lead men away from tho paths of righteousness. 
She appears to have succeeded very brilliantly! We have a century 
of almost universal coiTuption, ushering in the period of the Minne¬ 
singers and the troubadours, or what is called the age of chivalry. 
In spite of a licentious society, this age has given ns the precious 
germ of a new idea with regard to sex-relationship, for art and 
poetry now began to soften and beautify the cruder passion, and we 
have the first hint of a distinction which can be quite clearly felt 
between love as represented by classical authors and what may be 
called modem, or romantic, love—as a recent writer named it. This 
nobler sentiment, when developed and still further inwoven with 
ideas of modem growth, forms the basis of tho ideal marriage, which 
is fimnded upon a full attraction and expression of the whole nature. 

But this development was checked, though the idea was not 
destxoy^, by the Reformation. It is to Luther and his followers 
that we can immediately trace nearly all the notions that now govern 
the world with regard to marriage. Luther was essentially coarse 
and irreverent towards the oppressed sex j he placed marriage oh the 
lowest possible platform, and, as one need scarcely add, he did not. 
take'Women into counsel in a matter .,80 deeply concerning t^em. 
In age of chivalry the marriage^ie was not at all, strict, and 
1 er By Karl Pierson. 
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our present ideas of “ virtue ” and “ honour ” were practically non¬ 
existent. Society was in what is called a chajol^c^. State ; there was 
extretns licence on all sides, and although the ^ndard of morality 
was far-Severer for the woman, than for the maUj still she had more 
or 1^8. liberty to give herself as passion dictated, and s&ciety tacitly 
accorded her a right of choice in matters of love. But Luther 
ignored all the claims of passion in a woman; in fact, she hod no 
recognized claims whatever; she was not permitted to object to 
any part' in life that might bo assigned her; the notion of resist¬ 
ance to his decision never occurred to him—^her r6U wag one of 
duty and of service ; she figured as the legal property of a man, the 
safeguard against sin, and the victim of that vampire " Respecta¬ 
bility ” which thenceforth was to fasten upon, and suck the life-blood 
of all womanhood. 

The change from the open licence of the ago df chivalry to the 
decorum of the Philistine reffinie, was merely a change in the mode 
of licentiousness, not a move from evil to good. Hypocrisy became a 
household god ; true passion was dethroned, and with it poetry and 
romance; the commercial spirit, staid and open-eyed, entered upon 
its long career, and began to regulate the relations of the sexes. We 
find a peculiar medley of sensuality and decorum: tlie mercenary 
spirit entering into the idea of marriage, women were bought and sold 
as if they were cattle, and were educated, at the same time, to strict 
ideas of “purity” and duty, to Griselda-like patience under the 
severest provocation. Carried off by the highest bidder, they were 
gravely exhorted to be moral, to be chaste, and faithful and (rod- 
fearing, serving their lords in life and in death. To drive a hard 
bargain, and to sermonize one’s victims at the same time, is a feat 
distinctly of the Philistine order. With the growth of the com- 
ntercial system, of the rich burgher class, and of all the ideas that 
thrive under the influence of wealth when divorced from mental 
cultivation, the status of women gradually established itself upon this 
degrading basis, and became fixed more and more firmly as the 
homgeois increased in power and prosperity. 

Rebel speaks of Luther as the interpreter of the “healthy sen-, 
snalism ” of the Middle Ages.* Any “ healthy sensualism,” however, 
which did not make itself legitimate by appeal to the Church and 
the law was rigorously punished under his system. Women 
offenders were subject to hideous and awful forms of punish¬ 
ment. Thus we may say that Luther established, in the 
interests-of sensuality and respectability, a strict marriage system. 
He also preached the devastating doctrine which makes it a duty to 
have im unlimited' number of children- Of course he did not for a 
moment-consider the woman in this matter; why should a thidk- 
skioned, ooorse-fibred monk of the sixteenth century consider 

* Bebel oa Woman. 
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safTerings which are overlooked by tender-hearted divines of the 
nineteenth century ? The gentle Molanchthou on this subject says 
as follows: “If a woman becomes weary of bearing children, that 
matters not; let her only die from bearing, she is there to do it.” 
This doctrine is not obsolete at the present day. It is the rule of 
life among the mass of our most highly respectable classes, those who 
hold the scales of public morality in their hands, and whose prerogative 
appears to be to judge in order that they be not judged. 

As an instance of the way in which an exceptionally good man 
can regard this subject—his goodness notwithstanding—we may 
tom to the Introduction, by Charles Kingsley, to Brook’s Fod of 
Quality, which Kingsley edited. A short account is given of the 
life of Brook, who flourished (in a very literal sense) in the time of 
the Restoration, and who was saved, as his biographer points out in 
joy and thankfulness, from the vices of that corrupt age, by an early 
marriage. Kingsley goes on to describe the home where all that is 
commendable and domestic reigned and prospered; He'dwells 
lovingly on that pleasant picture of simple joys and happy cares, 
upon the swarms of beautiful children who cluster round their father.s 
knee and re.scne him from the dangers of a licentious age. Kingsley 
mentions, just in passing, that the young wife watches the happy 
.scene from a sofa, having become a confirmed invalid from the 
number of children she has bonie during the few years of her married 
life. But what of that? What of the anguish and weariness, what of 
the thousand painful disabilities which that young woman has suffered 
before her nature yielded to the strain—disabilities which she will 
have to bear to her life’s end ? Has not the valuable Brook been 
saved from an immoral life ? (Of course Brook could not be expected 
to save himself!—we are not unreasonable.) Have not Propriety 
and Respectability been propitiated ? And the price of all this ? 
Merely the .suffering and life-long injury of one young woman in a 
thoroughly established and “natural” manner; nothing more. 
Kingsley feels that it is cheap at the price. Brook is saved I 
Hallelujdh! 

It is difficult to think without acrimony of the great reformer, 
conscious though we may be of the untold benefits whkJh ho has 
bestowed upon mankind. It is becau.se of Luther that women are 
martyred daily in the interests of virtue and propriety! It is to 
Luther that we owe half the inconsistencies and cruelties of otir 
social laws, to Luther that we owe the extreme importance of the 
marn&gf'-nte, which ia to make the whole difference betweei) WtrnWe 
un end ebsolate duty. 


“The OKthoVve Church had before Lutb^ taught that man 

be the k«t to d^end the truth of 
we jg^call attention tothefa^'thut it oinphaauuBi 
m yond physi| | ptti the conjugal relatm^jfc endowed it wi^ 
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side. The conception ol marriage os a spiritual os '«rell os physical relation 
seems to ns the es^utial condition of all perman^ happino.ss between 
man and wife. The intellectual union superposed'pii^he physical is pre¬ 
cisely what raises human above brute intercourse. . We believe that 
the spiritual side must be kept constantly ■ in,^view if the winctity of 
marriage is to be preserved. Here it is that Lutl^r, rejecting the concep¬ 
tion of marriage as a sacrament, rushes, with his ttsual impetuo.sity, into 
the opposite and more dangerous extreme.” * 


Luther in destroying the religious sanctity of marriage destroyed 
also the idea of spiritual union which the religious conception 
implied; he did his utmost to deprive it of the elements of real 
affection and sympathy, and to bring it to the very lowest form 
which it is capable of assuming. It was to be regarded merely as a 
means of avoiding general social chaos; as a “safeguard against 
sin; ” and the wife’s position—unless human laws have some super¬ 
natural power of sanctification—was the most completely abject and 
degraded position which it is possible for a human being to liold. 

That Luther did not observe the insult to womanhood of such a 
creed is not to be wondered at, since the nineteenth century has scarcely 
yet discovered it. Of course from such idtjas spring rigid ideas of 
wifehood. Woman’s chastity becomes the watch-dog of man’s posses¬ 
sion. She has taken tlio sermon given to her at the time of her 
purchase deeply to heart, and chastity becomes her chief virtue. If we 
desire to face the matter honestly, we mu.st not blink the fact tliat. 
this virtue has originally no connection with the woman’s own nature; 
it does 'not arise from the feelings which j)rotect individual dignity. 
The quality, whatever be its intrinsic merits, lias attained its 
present mysterious authority and rank through man's monopolizing 
jealousy, througlvthe fact that he desired to “ have and to hold” one 
woman m his exclusive property, and that he regarded any other 
man who would dispute his monopoly as the imforgivable enemy. 
From this starting-point the idea of a man’s honourgrew up, 
creating the remarkable paradox of a moral possession or attribute, 
which could be injured by the action of some other person than the 
possessor. Thus also arose woman’s honour,” which was lost if 
she did not keep herself solely for her lord, present gr to come, 
xigain, we see that Mr honour has reference to some one other than 
; herself, though in course of time the idea was carri'.-d further, and has 
now acquired a relation with the woman’s own moral nature, and a 
still firmer hold upon the conscience. However valuable the quality, 
it certainly did not take its rise from a sense of solf-rosiiect in woman, 
%it from the fact of her subjection to man. 


While considering the development of this burgher age, 040 must 
not forget to note the concurrence of strict marriage and systematic 
or le^izqd pitj^itution., ^he social chaos, of of chiWlry 
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was exchanged for comparative order, and there now arose a hard- 
and-fast line (far more absolute than had existed before in Germany) 
between’two classes of women: those who subncntted to the yoke of 
marriage on Luther’s ternis, and those who remained on the other 
side of the great social gulf, subject also to stringent laws, and 
treated also as the property of men (thopgh not of one man). 
We now see completed our own way of settling the relations of 
the sexes. The factors of our system are: respectability, prostitu:;^ 
tion, strict marriage, commercialism, unequal moral standard for the 
two sexes, and the subjection of women. 

In this brief sketch wo have not dwelt upon the terrible sttBerings 
of tho subject sex through all the changes of their estate; to do 
so in a manner to produce realization would lead us too for afield and 
would involve too many details. Suffice it to say that the cruelties, 
indignities, and insults to which women were exposed are (as 
every student of history knows) hideous beyond description. In 
Mongolia there are large cages in the market-place wherein 
condemned prisoners are kept and starved to death. Tho people 
collect in front .of these cages to taunt and insult the victims as 
they die slowly day by day before their eyes. In reading tho history 
of the past, and even the literature of our own day, it is difficult 
to avoid seeing in that Mongolian market-place a symbol of our 
own society, with its ixon cage, wherein women are held in bondage, 
suffering moral starvation, while tho thoughtless gather round to 
taunt and to insult their lingering misery. Lot any one who thinks 
this exaggerated and unjust, note the manner in which our own 
novelists, for instance, past and present, treat all subjects connected 
with women, marriage, and motherhood, and then ask himself if he 
does not recognize at once its ludicrous inconsistency and its cruel 
insults to womanhood, open and implied. Tho very respect, so called, 
of man for woman, being granted solely on condition of her observ¬ 
ing certain restrictions of thought and action dictated by him, 
conceals a subtle sort of insolence. It is really the pleased approval 
of a lawgiver at the sight of obedient subjects. Tlie pitiful erj' of 
Elsie in Tke Gcldm Lajend has had many a repetition in thlNhearts 
of women age after age— 

“ Why should I live % Do I not know 
The life of woman is full of woo! 

Toiling on, and on, and on, 

With breaking heart, and tearful eyes, 

And silent lips, and in the soul 
Tho secret longings that arise ' ' 

Which this world never satisfies! ” 

So- mU(di for t'ho past and its relation to the present Now we 
come to. the problem of to-day. This is extremely complex. ,\Vo 
have ft flOffiety ruled by leather’s vieiys on marriage; we have girls 
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brou^b up to regal'd it as their destiny ; and we hare, jfit the same 
time, such a large majority of women thai/fhey cannot all marry, 
oven (as I think Mss Olapperbon* puts it)'‘if they had • the fasci¬ 
nations of Helen of Troy^ and Gleopatita rolled into one. We 
find, therefore, 'a number of women thrown on the world to cam 
their own living in the face of eveiy sort of discouragement. 
Competition runs high for all, and even were there no prejudice to 
encounter, the struggle would bo a hard one; as it is, life for poor 
and single women becomes a mere treadmill. It is folly to inveigh 
against mercenary marriages, however degrading they may be, for a 
glance at the position of aflairs shows that there is no reasonable 
alternative. We cannot ask every woman to be a heroine and 
choose a hard and thorny path when a comparatively smooth one, (as 
it seems), offers itself, and when the pressure of public opinion urges 
strongly in that direction. A few higher natures will resist and 
swell the crowds of worn-out, underpaid workers, but the majority 
will take the voice of society for the voice of God, or at any rate of 
wisdom, and our common respectable marriage—upon which the 
safety of all social existence is supposed to rest—will remain, as it is 
now,the worst,because the most hypocritical, form of woman-purchase. 
Thus we have on the one side a more or less degrading marriage, 
and on the other side a number of w'omen who cannot command an 
entry into that profession, but who must give up health and enjoy¬ 
ment of life in a losing battle with the world. 

Bebol is very eloquent upon the sufferings of unmarried women, 
which must be keen indeed for those who have been prepared for 
marriage and for nothing else, whose emotions have been stimulated 
and whose ideas have been coloured by the imagination of domestic 
cares and happiness. Society, having forbidden or discouraged other 
ambitions for women, flings them scornfully aside aS failures when 
through its own organization they are unable to secure a fireside and 
a proper “ sphere ” in which to practise the womanly virtues. 
Insult and injury to -women is literally the key-note and the founda¬ 
tion of society. 

Mrs. Augusta Webster amusingly points out the inconsistencies of 
popular notions on this subject. She says:—“ People thinlfewomen 
who do not want to marry nnfeminine ; people think wom^* who 
do want to marry immodest; people combine both opinions by 
regarding it as unfemiuine for women not to look forward longingly 
to wifehood as the hope and purpose of their lives, and ridiculing 
and contemning any individual woman of their acquaintance whom 
they suspect of entertaining such a longing. They must wish and 
not wish; they must by na means give, and they must certainly 
not withhold, encouragement—and so it goes on, each precept 
cancelling tliB last, And most of them negative.” There are, donbt- 
i i/efioritfli.* By Jane Home ClappertOQ. 
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less, equally absurd social prejudices which hamper a * man’s 
freedom, by teaching girls and their friends to look for proposals, 
instead of regai'ding signs of interest and liking in a more whole¬ 
some spirit. We shall never have a world really worth living in 
until men and women can show interest in one another, without 
bjsing driven either to marry or to forego altogether the pleasure 
and profit of frequent meeting. ‘ Nor will the world be really a 
pleasant world while it continues to make friendship between persons 
of opposite sexes well-nigh impossible by insisting that they arc, so, 
and thereby in a thousand direct and indirect ways biinging 
■about the fulfilment of its own prophecj\ All this false sentiment 
and shallow shrewdness, with the restrictions they imply, make the 
ideal marriage—that is, a union prompted by love, by affinity or 
attraction of nature and by friendship—almost beyond the reach of 
this generation. While we arc on this part of the subject it may 
be worth while to quote a typical example of some letters written 
to Max O’Rell on the publication of The Davghtm's of John liidl. 
One lady of direct Language exclaims fiercely, “ Man is a beast! ” 
and she goes on to explain in gleeful strains that, having been left a 
small fortune by a i-elativc, she is able to dispense with the society of 
“ the odious creature.” Of course Max O’Rell warmly congratulates the 
“ odious creature.” “ At last,” another lady bursts forth, “ we have 
some one among us with wit to perceive that the life which a woman 
leads with the ordinary sheny-drinking, cigar-smoking husband is no 
better than that of an Eastei*n slave. Take my oum case, which itfthat 
of thousands of others in our land. I belong to my lord and master, 
body and soul; the duties of a housekeeper, upj>er nurse, and 
governess arc required of me; I am expected to be alway's at home, 
at my husband’s beck and call. It is true that he feeds me> and that 
for his own glorification he gives me handsome clothing. It is also 
true that lie does not beat me. For this I ought, of course, to be 
duly grateful; but I often think of what you say on the wife and 
servant que,stion, and wonder how many of us would like to have 
the cook’s privilege of being able to give warning to leave.” 

If the wife feels- thus we may be sure the husband thinks he has 
his grievances also, and when we place this not exaggerated descrip¬ 
tion side by side with that of the unhappy plight of bored husbands 
commiserated by Mrs. Lynn Linton, there is np escaping the 
impression that there is something very “ rotten in the state of 
Denmark.” Amongst other absurdities, we have well-meaning 
husbands and wives harassing one another to death for no reason in 
the world but the desire of conforming to current notions regaJffling 
the proper conduct of mamed people. ^ These victims are expected 
to go: idiout perpetually together, as if they were a pair of carriage- 
horses; to-be for ever holding claims over one another, exacting or 
making 4 iseless sacrifices, and generally getting in one anotheris way. 
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The man who marries finds that his liberty has gone, and the woman 
exchanges one set of restrictions for anoth^; ■ She thinks herself 
neglected if the husband does not always return to her in the 
evenings^ and the husband and society thiidc her undutiful, frivolous, 
and so forth if she does not stay at home alone, trying to sigh him 
back again. The luckless man finds his wife so xeh'y dutiful and 
domesticated, and so vcrif much confined to her “ proper sphere,” 
that she is, perchance, moi’e exemplary than entertaining. Still, she 
may look injured and resigned, but she must not seek society and 
occupation on her own account, adding to the common mental store, 
bringing new interest and knowledge into the joint existence, and* 
becoming thus a contented, cultivated, and agreeable being. No 
wonder that while all this is forbidden we have so many unhappy 
wives and bored husbands. The more admirable the wives the more 
profoundly boicd the husbands! 

Of course there are bright exceptions to this picture, of married 
life, but we are not dealing with exceptions. In most cases, the chain 
of marriage chafes the flesh, if it does not make a serious wound; and 
where there is happiness the happiness is dearly bought and is not 
on a very high plane. For husband and wife are tlien apt to 
forget everything in the absorbing but narrow interests of their 
home, to depend entirely upon one another, to steep themselves 
in the same ideas, till they become mere echoes, ijiilf creatures, 
useless to the world, because they have run into a groove 
anditave let individuality die. There are few things more stolidly 
irritating than a very “united” couple. The likeness that may 
often be remarked between married people is a melancholy index of 
this united degeneration. 

We come then to the conclusion that the present form of marriage 
—exactly in proportion to its conformity with orthodox ideas—^is a 
vexatious failure. If certain people have made it a success by 
ignoring those orthodox ideas, such instances afford no argument in 
favour of the institution as it stands. We are also led to conclude 
that modern “ Respectability ” draws its life-blood from the degrada¬ 
tion of womanhood in marriage and in prostitution. But what is 
to be done to remedy these manifold evils ? how is marriage 
to be rescued from a mercenary society, torn from the arms of 
“ Respectability,” and established on a footing which will make it no 
longer an insult to human dignity ? 

First of all we must set up an ideal, undismayed by what will 
seem its Utopian impossibility. Every good thing’ that we enjoy 
to-day was once the dream of a “ crazy enthusiast ” mad enough 
to believe in the power of ideas and in the power of man to 
have things as he wills. The ideal marriage then, despite all 
dangers and difficulties, should be /rec. So long as love and 
trust and friendship remain, no bonds arQ necessary to bind two 
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people together; life apart will be empty and colourless ; but when- 
. ever these cease the tie becomes false and iniquitous^ and no one 
' ought to have power to enforce it. The matter is one in which 
any interposition, whether of' law or of society, is an impertinence. 
Even the idea of “ duty ” ought to be excluded from the most perfect 
marriage, because the intense attraction of one being for another, the 
intense desire for one another’s happiness, would make interchanges 
of whatever kind the outcome of a feeling far more passionate than 
that of duty. It need scarcely be saiil that there must be a full under¬ 
standing and acknowledgment of the obvious right of the woman to 
jpossftss hcmelf body and soul, to give or withhold herself body and soul 
exactly as she v?ills. The moral right here is so palpable, and its 
denial implies ideas so low and offensive to hiiman dignity, that no 
fear of consequences ought to deter us from making this liberty an 
element of our ideal, in fact its fundamental principle. Without it, 
no ideal could hold up its head. ^Moreover, “ consequences ” in the long 
run are never beneficent, where obvious moral rights aro disregarded. 
The idea of a perfectly free marriage would imply the possibility 
of any form of contract being entered into between the two persons, 
the State and society standing aside, and recognizing the entirely 
private chai’acter of the transaction. 

The economical indcpcudcnco of woman is the first condition of 
free marriage. She ought not to bo tempted to marry, or to remain 
married, for the sake of bread and butter. Tint the condition is a 
very hard one to secure. Onr present competitive system, witl#tho 
daily increasing ferocity of the struggle for existence, is fast reducing 
itself 'lO an absurdity, woman’s labour helping to 7 nako the struggle 
only the fiercer. The-problem now offered to the mind and conscience 
of humanity is to readjust its industrial organization in such a way 
as to gradually reduce this absurd and useless competition w’ithin 
reasonable limits, and to bring about in its ])lace some form of co¬ 
operation, in which no man’s interest will depend on the misfortune 
of his neighbour, but rather on his neighbour’s happiness and wel¬ 
fare. It is idle to say that tliis cannot ])o done; the state of society 
shows quite clearly that it mud bo done sooner or later; otherwise 
some violent catastrophe will put an end to a condition of things 
which is huiTying towards impossibility. Under improved economical 
conditions the difficult problem of securing the real independence of 
women, and thence of the reixdju.straent of their position in relation 
to men and to society would find easy solution. 

When girls and boys are educated together, when the unwholesome 
atmosphere of social life becomes fresher and nobler, when the 
pressure of existence slackens (as it will and do), Hand when 
the whole nature has thus a chancO to expand, suoh additions to 
the scope and interest of life will .cease to be thought marvellous 
jM* ‘f unnati^l.” “ Human nature ” has more variety of powers and 
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is more responsive to conditions than we imagine. It is hard to 
believe in thing? for which we feel no capacity in ourselves, but 
fortunately such things exist in spite of our pkoid unconsciousuess.V 
Give room for' the development of individuality, and individuality 
develops, to the amazement of spectators! Give freedom in marriage, 
and each pair will enter upon their union after their own particular 
fashion, creating a refreshing diversity in modes of life, and con¬ 
sequently of character. Infinitely preferable will this bo to our own 
gloomy uniformity, the offspring of our passion to bo in all things 
exactly like our neighbours. 

The proposed freedom in marriage would of course have to go 
hand-in-hand with the co-oducation of the sexes. It is our present 
absurd interference with the natural civilizing infiuciuces of one sox 
upon the other, that croate.s half tlie dangers and diificulties of our 
social life, and gives colour to the fears of those who would hedge 
rountl maiTiage with a thousand restraints or so-called safoguanls, 
ruinous to happiness, and certainly not ])roductivc of a satisfiu-toiy 
social condition. Already tho good results of this method of co-oduca¬ 
tion have been proved by exporimont in America, but we ouglit to go 
farther in this direction than our go-ahead cousins have yet gone, 
fleeting freely in their working-hours as well as at times of 
recreation, men and women would have opportunity for forming 
reasonable judgments of character, for making friendships irnj- 
spectivo of sex, and for giving and receiving that inspiring inlluence 
which apparently can oidy bo given by one sex to the other.’ 
There would also bo a clianco of forming genuine attaclnnents 
founded on friendship; marriage would cease to bo tlio haphazard 
thing it is now; girls would no longer fancy themselves in love with 
a man because they had met none other on terms equally intimate, 
and they would not bo tempted to many for tho sake of freedom 
and a place in life, for existonco would bo free and full from tho 
beginning. 

Tho general rise in health, physical and moral, following the 
improvement in birth, sunoundings, and training, would rapidly toll 
upon the whole state of society. Any one who has observed carefully 
knows how grateful a response the human organism gives to im¬ 
proved conditions, if only those remain constant. Wo should have 
to deal with healthier, better erpiipped, more reasonablo men and 
women, possessing well-developed minds, and hearts kindly disposed 
towards their follow-creatures. Are such people more likely to 
enter into a union frivolously and ignorantly than are the average 
men and women of to-day ? Surely not. If the number of diyorces 
did not actually decrease there w'ould be tho certainty that no couple 

Mr. Henry Stanton, in his work on The. JFoman Question hi Europe, speaks nf the 
main idea cohteyed in Legonv6’s Ilistolre dcs Femmes as follows:—“ Equality in dif¬ 
ference is its kcy*uo.to. 'L'hc question is not to make woman a man ,but to complete 
man by womans “ , . ■ 
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remained united against tJieir will, and that no lirea were sacrificed to 
a mere convention. With the social changes which would go hand in 
hand with changes in the status of marriage, would come inevitably 
many fresh forms of human pdwer, and thus all sorts of new and stimu¬ 
lating influences would be brought to bear upon society. No man has a 
right to consider himself educated until he has been under the influence 
of cultivated women, and the same may be said of women as regards 
men.^ Development involves an increase of complexity. It is so 
in all forms of existence, vegetable and animal; it is so in human 
life. It will be found that num and women as they increase in com¬ 
plexity can enter into a numberless variety of I’elationships, aban¬ 
doning no good gift that they now possess, but adding to their 
powers indefinitely, and thence to their (‘motions and experiences. 
The action of the man's nature upon the woman’s and of the 
woman’s upon the man's, is now only known in a few instances; 
there is a whole world yet to explore in this dm'ction, and it is more 
than probable that the future holds a discovery in the domain of 
spirit as great as that of Columbus in the domain of matter. 

With regard to the dang(‘rs attending th(?s(i readjustments, there 
is no doubt ranch to be said. Thf* evils that hedge around marriage 
are linked with other (jvils. so that movement is difficult and perilous 
indeed. Nevertheless, we have to remember that wo now live in the 
midst of dangers, and that human happiness is cruelly muitlered by 
our systems of legalized injustice. By sitting still circumspectly 
and treating our social system as if it wt're a card-bouso which wtfnld 
tumble down at a breath, w'e merely w'ait to set' it fall from its own 
internal rottenness, and then w'e shall have dangers to encounter 
indeed! The. time has come, not for violent overturning of estab¬ 
lished institutions before* people admit that they are evil, but for a 
gradual alteration of opinion which will riibuild them from the very 
foundation. The method of the most enlightened roformer is to 
crow'd out old evil by new good, and to seek to sow the seed of the* 
nobler future wheye alone it can tnk(‘ root and giw to its full 
height: in the souls of men and women. Far-seeing we 
ought to be, but we know in our hearts right w'ell that fear will 
never lead us to the height of our ever-growing possibility. 
Rvolntion has ceased to be a power driving us like dead leaves 
on a gale; thanks to science, we are no longer entirely blind, and 
we aspire to direct that mighty force for the good of humanity. 
We see a limitless field of possibility opening out before us; the 
adventurous spirit in us might leap up at the wonderful romance of 
life! ^We rect^ize that no power, however trivial, fails to count in 
the general sum of things which moves this way or that—towards 

^ Cady Stanton believes tbat there is a sex in mind, and tbat men can only 
be inspired to their highest achievements by women .while women are stimulated to 
>beir ntm^t only by men. , , 
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lieaven. or hell, according to the preponderating motives of individual 
units. We shall begin, elowly but surely, to see Ijhe folly of permitting 
the forces of one sex to pull against and neutralize the workings of 
the other, to the confusion of our efforts and the checking of our 
progress* We shall see, in the relations of men and women to one 
another, the source of all good or of all evil, precisely as those 
relations are true and noble and equal, or false and low and unjust. 
With this belief we shall seek to move opinion in all the directions 
that may bring us to this “ consummation devoutly to be wished,” 
and we look forward steadily, hoping and working for the day when 
men and women shall Ije comrades and fellow-workers as well as 
lovers and husbands and wives, when the rich and many-sided 
happiness which they have the power to bestow one on another shall 
no longer be enjoyed in tantalizing snatches, but shall gladden and 
give now life to all humanity. That will be the day prox>hesied 
by Lewis'Morris in TYw New Order — 

“When man and woman in an equal union 
Shall merge, and marriage be a true communion.” 

Mona Cairo. 



MR. WHISTLER’S “TEN O’CLOCK.” 


I REMEMiiETi iu tho younger clays of CliLcago getting into difficulty 
with a policeman in one of tlio lota ” which wore in process of 
being converted into a park, because, overcome by a midday, sultri¬ 
ness, I had committed the enormity of falling asleep on a bench 
provided apparently only for persons maintaining a demurely erect 
sitting posture. I sncceeded, howev(.'r, in appeasing this grim custodian 
of public decency; ho oven became sociable, and proceeded to explain 
to me what ho considered to bo tho dutic^s of his calling: .how 
important it was for a great town such as Chicago to preserve a 
proper clocorum in its public places j the more so as its citizens, 
being still of somewhat a frontier type, could not fall asleep without 
exhibiting the natural looseness of deportment from which they were 
restrained only by continual effort, assisted by a consciousness of 
their increasing importance in the world. His respect for me 
greatly rose when he heard I came from Now York; for, in his 
capacity of park policeman, ho had conceived u high regard for tiiat 
city of the Union, which was admitted to have the largcjst nnd 
finest park in the country. “ And have you seen Central Park ? ” 
said he, lowering his voice. I adrnittf'd, not without some self- 
conscionsnoss, that 1 had. “ And ”—continued he with bated breath, 
his words reduced almost to a whisper—“ and is it well policed ? ” 

All the cities of America had for this park policeman only one 
interest—their parks; and those parks only one merit—“ were they 
well policed ? ” 

Now, it i.s very rare that an artist can be induced to lay bare his 
notions—wliou lui has any notiojis at all—about his work. But 
when he does, and when lie is almost as gifted in the form he can 
give to his words as ho is in tho harmony he can give to his colour, 
how delicious a treat it is, and how much it reminds one of ray 
Chicago Park policeman. ‘ 

I’he world is to Mr. Whistler as an artist what it was to him as 
a policeman; ho can see nothing in it but Art. 

Bat I feel that I ought to go no further without apologizing for 
having only to-day for the first time read tho words of my >vayward 
and, I fear, by this time, demonetfeed countryman, -Mjf. Whistler. 
lisee i;ltat the second of three fly-pagos is devoted to the shnounce- 
me^it Vliat these lyorda were: 
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“ Delivered in London, February 20, 1885. At Camhridijc, March 21, 
At Oxford, Ajird 30.” 

My first excuse, however, is to bo found in the first page of tho 
first fly-leaf, which is immaculate save for the following: 
Whistler’s Ten o'Clock, London, 1888; ” Jttid a device, which, 
from its reappearance immediately after the elocjuent words of the- 
peroration, was doubtless amongst those worthy to bo “ broidered 
with the birds, upon the fan of Hokusai, at the foot of Fusi-yama.” 

I have no doubt tlie device is very beautiful, but I do not venture 
to reproduce it, as it may be tho composition of ISttr. Whistler, and 
I see that the second page of tho first fly-leaf is entirely consecrated 
to the usual warning: “Tho rights of translation and reproduction 
are reserved.” 

2'en o'clock seems therefore to have remained confined to tho 
breasts of the autlior and tlioso wlio heard him on tho 20th of 
February 1885, in London, March 21 at Cambridge, and April 30 
at Oxford, until it was published in London, 1888. I will confess 
that I had not heard of it at all until I read !Mr. Swinburne’s article 
on it in Iho FortniylUbj licineiv, and I became immediately -{jossessed 
of a burning desire to know whether the literature of this quite 
gifted person was as puzzling as his ai't. 

Moreover, 1 have often tried to induce ai'tists to tell me something 
of their aims, their intentions, their si andard ; what made them paint 
a particular picture; what in their minds went to make up its 
suoccss or failure; and apart from such answ'ers as are too olwious 
for reproduction I never got any tiling beiter than that made by Mr. 
Sargent when asked what induced him to paint his “ Gipsy Dancr,” 
a picture that certainly attracted more ini crest than any other in the 
Paris Salon of 1882. As far as I can rom(?in])cr, his words were: 

“ 1 felt an irresistible desire to iiaint it.” He even generalized his 
statement, and decided that ho never had painted anything—portraits 
excepted—unless under the pressure of an iri’esistible impulse. I 
was beginning to frame a theoiy on tho subject when 2hi o'Clock 
came into my hands : here was tho utterance of one who—if rumour 
told aright—could talk as w'ell as paint. And what does this artist- 
preacher say ? 

He opens with much modesty—^lie liimsolf calls it “timidity;” but 
the breath of his apology is still hot in the air when ho admits tho 
“ efficient effrontery ” that must be expected from any one who under¬ 
takes to “ talk about Art.” Nor does he leave us long in any suspense 
as to which is his assumed and which his real manner. After a 
channing defence of his goddess against those who would profane 
her by asking the “ people .... to love art and to live witli if,” and 
a quite new description-qf her as “withal selfishly occupied with 
her own perfectaoh only—^liaving no desire to teach,”, he suddenly 
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drops the last rag of coyness and in all the nakedness of the 
Olympian gods delivers the oracle as follows 

“ Listen,” says ho. 

“ Listen. There never was an artistic period. There never was 
an Art loving nation." .... The artists “went beyond the slovenly 
suggestion of Nature and the first vase was bom in beautiful 
proportion.” 

** And the toilers tilled and were athirst; and the heroes returned from 
fresh victories, to rejoice and to feast; and all drank alike from the artists’ 
goblets, fashioned cunningly, taking no note the while of the craftsman’s 
pride, and understanding not his glory in his work; drinking at the cup, 
not from choice, not from a consciousness that it was beautiful, but because, 
forsooth, there was none other. 

“ And time, with more state, brought moi-e capacity for luxury, and it 
became well that men should dwell in loi’go hou.ses, and rest upon couches, 
and e.'it at tables j whereupon the artist, with his artificers, built palaces, 
and filled them with furniture, beautiful in proportion and lovely to look 
upon. 

“And the people lived in marvels of ai-t—and ate and drank out of 
masterpieces—for thei’e was nothing else to eat and to drink out of, and no 
bad building to live in; no article of daily life, of luxury, or of necessity, 
that had riot Irecn handed down from the design of the master, and made 
by hi.s workmen. 

“And the people questioned not, awl had nothing to say in the matter. 

“ So Greece was in its splendour, and Art reigned supreme—^by force of 
fiict, not by election—and there was no meddling from the outsider. 
****** 

** But there arose a new class who discovered the cheap, and foresaw 
foitnne in the facture of sham. 

“ Then sprang into existence the fciwdry, the common, the gew-gaw, 
****** 

“ And the artist^ occupation was gone, and the manufacturer and the 
huckvSter took his place. 

****** 

“ And the people—this time—liad much to say in the matter—and all 
w'ere sittisfied. And Birmingham and Manohester ai'ose in their might, 

and Art was relegated to the curiosity shop.” 

« * * * * . * 

I am sorry to have to borrow so much of Mr. Whistler’s lectnre, 
but I am afraid to put this theory in ray own words, lest I should 
fail to convey the real meaning of the passage, and lest those who 
had not read or heard Ten dCloch should decline to believe that 
any such words could have been written by a sane man. 

Not that the story he tells of the invasion of Birmingham and 
Manchester may not bo deplorably true j but that there never was 
an “ art-loving nation,” tliat there was no love of art outside'thO 
makers of works of art in Greece during the life of Phidiad, or in 
Italy during that of Michael Angelo; that Pericles and Aspa^ drOnk 
out of artistically fashioned vessels, “because, forsooth, therO'was 
none other/’ and that the Me^iois in adorning .their palaces %ith 
tainting ap4 statuary “ questioned not md had nothing tef idy in the 
, ”-^this . last italiciaed, mind you, in tiie original)—this I 
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dared not say in any words save those of him who has not hesitated 
to proclaim himself “ preacher ” as well as artist. 

It is true that this seems much too funny to be very misleading, 
and does not impose upon the “ unattached writer,” for whom our 
artist-preacher affects a contempt which he is too much of an un¬ 
attached writer himself to feel, the duty of exposure which would l)e 
incumbent upon him, were the fallacies at all covered or concealed ; 
but Mr. Swinburne, with a scalpel so adroit that, while it exposes the 
heai*t of the disease, leaves the person operated under the pleasing 
impression that the knife has done no more than agreeably tickle the 
surface, has barely touched upon this part of the lecture, and although 
his allusion to the “ witty tongue thrust into the smiling cheek ” 
doubtless covers this passage, ho by omission leaves the unwary to 
imagine from the Seriousness of Mr. Whistler’s tone that he really 
means in this instance what he says, whereas this is one of our 
artist-pi’eacher’s most sublime, because most outrageous, ivitticisma. 

That he should have dared stand up before not only the most 
cultured audience of London—but, heaven save the mark!—of Cam¬ 
bridge and Oxford also—and, without a smile, perpetrated upon them 
a practical joke at which all Olympus must have roared, raises Mr. 
Whistler almost to the rank of Oscar Wilde. 

But while London and Oxfoi’d and Cambridge may allow' themselves 
to be amused with gentle and even unsmiling satisfaction by the para¬ 
doxes of this new apostle, the young land of America, .less sophisti¬ 
cated, may stand before this farrago of wit and wisdom, gaping like 
a country bumpkin at a circus, marvelling at the blows which the 
master of the ring gives the clown, the clown gives the pantaloon, 
and pantaloon passes on to the stable-boy—not laughing at all— 
but thinking it veiy serious and almost tragic earnest. 

So when our simple citizens are told, in accents of contempt, that 

“ we have come to hear of the painting that elevates, anil of the duty of 
the painter—of the picture that is full of thought, and of the panel that 
merely decorates,” 

he may seriously believe that he has been sadly mistaken about art: 
that art is only for artists, and that he, profannm- viilffus^ must 
hereafter consent to take—and pay for —whatever ^Mr. Whistler 
may offer and demand; not because it is lieautiful—for it may not 
be beautiful—but because Birmingham and Manchester having 
been disposed of by the Whistlerian decree, “ there will *be none 
other,” and because “ they have nothing to say in the matter.” This 
will puzzle our simple citizens; all the more because they will say : 
If Mr. Whistler was really joking when he wrote this, why did he' 
write so cleverly about Nature’s role in Art, and so reverently about 
Art herself ? They, will hardly be satisfied with the answer that this 
was the the jtiggler to keep the mind of his audience oedu- - 

pied while'he ijvas exorcising his jokes past the critical epiglottis, so 
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the whole dose was swallowed—Art and Nature, artist elect and 
wdgm profamm, Bimingham and Manchester, Eembrandt’s needle 
and Beethoven^s 0 minbr symphony, the marbles of the Parthenon and 
the fm of Hokusai, and found full of deliciously complicated flavours. 
Ihey will not want tp believe that Mr. Whistler is a humorkt at 
all, and will cling, I fear, to the possibly unfair conviction that, with 
all his artist’s skill, he has painted some very foolish pictures, and with 
all his preacher's rhetoric, lie has indulged in some very foolish talk. 

What they will ultimately decide will perhaps depend upon 
our gifted countryman’s future work, whether, as he exhortS.ns, we 
wait until he paints again as when he drew his mothei^s outline, or, 
udth less timidity and perhaps at a less fashionable hour, he deigns 
to explain the beauty and the cost of his symphonies in grey. 

But out of tlie very extravagances of Mr. Whistler we have much 
to learn. For on two points, almost if not quite os humorous as 
those already referred to, I believe him to be sincerely convinced. 
These points are: That the one touch of Nature that makes the whole 
world kin in Art is—^vulgarity; and that the story of the beahtiful 
is equally well told in the marbles of the Parthenon and upon the 
fan of Hokusai. The reason why I believe him to be convinced on 
these points is that, in the first place, if we rightly apprehend the 
artistes vocation in this century of ours, he can hardly hold any 
other creed > and in the second place, because both these theories 
have been repeatedly urged, sometimes iu less, sometimes in more, 
bold language by a school of artists to which Whistler belongs, or to 
which he is at least strongly affiliated. Oscar Wilde, at once the 
apostle and enfani ierriblc of the so-called, tliough wrongly so-oaJlcd, 
msthetio movement, claims that a well-lacquered Japanese box is 
artistically as great as the frescoes of the Sixtino Chapel; this is an 
Oscar Wilcleish way of saying that the theme of the artist is in- 
diffierept provided he does his work well. On -the other hand, Mr. 
Sargent, who represents quite another order of talent, whether as 
regard artistic discrimination or artistic sincerity, shows his horrbr 
of what Mr. Whistler stigmatizes as vulgarity, but he himself more 
politely calls commonplace, by the strange and unaccustomed postures 
and effects which, during the latter part of his stay in Paris, cha*> 
racterized his style until it reached its climax in the portrait of Mdmei 
Gauthereau—^the last slap ho threw in the face of the Parisistt 
public, which he holSs in, perhaps, too ill-concealed a csontempti^. , ’ 

That these theories are widely held is too true for us'to paws'.the 
fact over without scrutiny, especially if it turn out thot .i^eire^^^'^ih; 
tins fact, much-that will throw light upon the relati4m'of'.Ai!t to 
humanity m t|iese days of o^rs; fdf l Yeisbure to we 

without 

the the' 
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for which Mr. Whistler tells us Art does not at all, and with¬ 
out disregard for the. shortoomings in outig^i^ which perhaps 
justify some, if not all, ,of Mr. Whistler’s rejirSaches, we may dis¬ 
cover that th^ sterility of Art' to-day is otL^ own fault wholly, and 
not that of the artist^ who asks nothing more-than to be given some¬ 
thing worth ’ painting, whose whole function in life is to put into 
artistic expression those things which ore nearest and dearest to 
our hearts. If the hearts of some of us are wholly occupied by the 
accumulation of wealth, those of others with' the accumulation of 
facts, those of others with the pui*suit of pleasure, and those of the 
rest with providing for their bodily needs—what is there for any 
one to say to them, whether it be in Poetry, in Music, or in Art ? 

I am aware that this notion of Art is to Mr. Whistler a heresy, 
but it is one which he may pardon mo when he finds rao attributing 
all the -shortcomings of Art to ourselves. It may be worth while, for 
the better understanding of this view, to pause one moment, and 
consider just what Art is. 

I do not want to attempt to exhaust in a definition this much 
disput-ed question. I am anxious only to point out that aspect of 
Art as to which it is material to this discussion that there should 
be no mistake. It seems to me, then, that if we take a comprehensive 
view of the various methods which man has invented for expressing 
at onCb his thoughts, his feelings, and lus aspirations, it will be 
found that. Art is no other thing than one of them. His thoughts 
are most directly expressed in language; but his emotions, too 
subtle, and perhaps too great, for simple expression in words of 
definite and precise meaning, have sought to reveal themselves in 
the fanciful innuendoes of Poetry, the vagueness and spirituality of 
Music, the forms and colour of Art. Each of these methods of 
expression is particularly suited to the emotion it is best suited 
to express. Hence the justice of Mr. Whistler’s complaint at the 
invasion of Art by Literature; hence the fact, that the greatest 
works of art leave those who best understand them incapable of 
expressing in any other language exactly what the artist has re¬ 
vealed upon his canvas. Pater has, it is true, told in language 
full of poetry and conviction, much that he has seen in the works 
of; the Renaissance; but ho would be the last to pretend that he 
had told us all that is to be seen there. He has only told uS a 
pwrti ft’ttd a very small part, of it; for if he had told ua all, ©s nearly 
all,, it would bo. needless to visit the pictures themselves. And yet 
hisi .work does nothing if it does not fire the heart of his readers 
witl; a lojjging to see the things which he attempts to desci^i 
So elfid, no, description, however literary or poetic, can replace the 
hearing Symphonies;it is the hearing of them We 

long Tseeing only of - the “ Gioconda ’* would a 

those burning pages of Pateris Essays. 
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So the story that the poet tells us should be told by the poet only, 
and that whi(^ the artist tells ns by the artist only, and that which 
the musician tells us by the musician only, < Not but what each 
may illustrate the other’s work; but he must confine himself to 
ilkustrating—^he must not attempt to invade, it. This is little more 
than a condensation of the pages of Lessing’s Laacoon, where it can 
be.read to better effect than here. 

Now if Art is only one of several modes of expression, what shall 
we say of one who should tell us thpt Art has nothing to do with 
expression at all; that the theme is immaterial provided the fbrm be 
correct; that a Japanese lacquered box is artistically as great as the 
frescoes of the^Sixtine Chapel, or, as Mr. Swinburne puts it, one who 
“concedes to Greek art a place beside Japanese?” what shall we 
say if such a one be admittedly an artist who, with some startling 
and lamentable exceptions, has himself painted with consummate 
skill, with “ intense pathos of significance and tender depth of 
expression ? ” 

Mr. Whistler is not always humorous; nor is he at all insane. 
He is essentially an artist, with the instincts of an artist; in his 
heart troubled and yet affecting to be gay; asking himself why Art 
is such a dead thing to-day, and, after finding an answer in the dead 
hearts of those around him, refusing to credit that answer; giving 
heed to the unintelligent instinct in him that bids him paint for the 
mere sake of painting, regardless of the vulgarity of those for whom 
he paintS) 'regardless of whether he sculpt in marble or broider 
a fan, so that he ends by a wilful though almost unconscious 
self-deception into believing that “ Art and Joy go together,” that— 


“ Our tears have been cozenetl from us falsely, for they have called out woo, 
when there was no grief—and, alas! where all is fair.” 


But Art and Joy do not always go together; there is still grief 
among us, and, alas! all is not fair. 

There are few things of any importance in this world that Art 
can touch without either elevating or profaning them. No one who 
has seen the “ Coronation of the Virgin,” by Sandro Boticelli, in 
Florence, or the “ Sistine Madonna ” in Dresden, or Michael Angelo’s 
“PietSb” in. Rome, can fail to admit tjiat Christianity has bee;n 
enhanced by these supreme works of art in the hearts of all who 
have seen them; on the other hand, by giving to Christ thp 
a fanaticr-rterribly earnest and sincere but no less a fanatic-riani by 
painting the story of his trial with a truth that reduces what iina^r 


mUpn has pictared as one of the most tragic incidents in 


the dead level of an ordinary though gomewbat riotom. 

^*»«k:acigr has done more to . 

Divini^ of'Chim in our heijipts than tmom of ^ 

Wha^ is wanting in Art to-day is' not 
is the Sj^it that gave a to the ha 
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wkich Mr. Wtistleris so sure never existed. All Art is more or less a 
culture of Love; in Greek Art it was Love in the perfection of human 
form ; in the Renaissance it was Love in the tragedy, of human sacri¬ 
fice ; but to-day there seems little of Love left to us save that which 
sprang from the commerce of the young god with the earthly Psyche 
—Voluptas. In our greed for accumulating riches, our eager pur¬ 
suit of pleasure, our very avidity for the knowledge that educates the 
mind, divorced from any attempt at the same time to reach the wis¬ 
dom that elevates the heart and soul, we leave nothing for the artist 
to do save perhaps to “ broider the fan of Hokusai at the foot of 
Fusi-yama.” The artist, the while, is unconscious of his pwn mis¬ 
fortune. Peeling in his finger ends the capacity for any work, how¬ 
ever difficult and however high, he is puzzled to find how far his work 
falls short of that which at certain periods has preceded him. It is 
as though a great musician stood before a complete instrument, with 
full consciousness of tho capacities of the instrument to speak and 
of his own capacity to make it speak, and yet without a note of music 
before his eyes or in his heart; a jxiet with'Swinburne’s gift of rhythm 
and nothing to say. 

Of one who uses language in plain prose we demand thought; of 
one who uses it in jjoetry we may ask for thought but can only 
demand fancy j but of one who uses music and painting wo should 
not asktfor thought at all, but feeling. If thought be there and it 
take not the form of literary invasion, it may not disgrace and may 
enhance the work; but in tho greatest works of art thought is con¬ 
spicuous its relative absence ; they are essentially expressions of 
the heart and soul. 

If there is nothing in ns from wliom artists spring and for whom 
they paint, the expression of which wo can demand or they can supply, 
whose is the fault ? 

Is not this generation indeed essentially “vulgar,” and if it is, 
what is loft for the artist but to paint for Art’s sake ? Is it not a 
marvel that he should continue to paint at all; and if he can con¬ 
sider Art a sufficient end in itself, is it not well that he should do so 
waiting the time, when, having passed through this period of purely 
intellectual progress, we shall have attained that level which will 
waken to other and perhaps higher claims. 

liiWe have then but to wait as Mr. Whistler tells us; but we have 
to wait until there come to us ono who, “ with the mark of the gods 
upon him,” will accomplish something better—not, shall I say, than 
the fan of Hokusm, but even than tho marbles of the PaTtlxenon •, who, 
taking up the story of onr martyrdom at the disconsolato figures 
that weep at the tomb of the Modicis, will reveal to us, whether with 
rtbisfll or bru^i in poetry or in music, the hopes and aspirations that 
are the motives of all true Art, and withdht which Art is reduced to 
mere mimicry. 

Hdmoni) 
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I. 

A FALSE idea of inatier—one inevitable np to a certain phase of 
culture—is the main cause of a certain insubordination to common 
sense and a consequent penalty of which this article treats. The 
idea is false in two respects—First, as supposing matter to bo 
solid j Secondly, as sup^wsing it to have no attributes but those 
symbolized by the idea. No law of thought requires that solidity 
is essential to matter. An entity, whether solid or not solid, ex¬ 
tended or inextended, mobile or immobile, divisible or indivisible, 
if it have the property of causing a sensation that tends to pass 
for solidity, is all that thi' laws of thought require in a material 
thing. A universe of non-solid entities qualified to cause sensation 
would not necessarily differ as to appearance and behaviour from 
Cosmos such as it seems to us. From this point of view it is 
manifest that the ordinary definition of mattes*—that which will 
have it to be solid, extended, inert, mobile, and divisible— legs what 
scrutiny finds to be inadmissible. A definition belter accommodated 
to our knowledge and ignorance respecting the thing called matter 
is this;—Matter is entity, dthr solui or qnahfuil to h an umntcrUional 
canse, or •part of an unintentional canu., of binwtwn. As regards thi* 
second fallacy in the common idea of matter, it is responsible for 
the error that a material thing could not be either a subject or 
a cause of consciousness. Jleing nothing more than solid ex¬ 
tended, &c., it could not be such a subject or cause. But what 
hinders, or in any way discredits, the supposition of an inextended 
—a spiritual—subject of consciousness being qualified to bo on unin- 
tional cause of visual and tactile sensation, or a part of such a 
cause? There is no inconsistency in the idea of a concrete so 
qualified, nor can Imagination invent a history too sublime to be the 
history of such a concrete. It might be what is commonly called 
an atom, and might, in connection with other atoms constituting an 
organism, be a ’mind and a free agent—a Hocrates, a Caesar, a 
Shakspeorc. Before this idea of matter, vanishes the speciosity 
that matter and consciousness are essentially alien to one another; 
tbttt 'tbere can aubsist b^ween them no relation of subject and 
atti^bute; and that, therefore, philosophy is bound to reject a theory 
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which afl&rms that no reality corresponds to the mental symbol of 
matter. 

s 

Another cause of refractoriness is ignoranciis ^he substantlYe 
nature of the Ego is demonstrable. To quell this cause of dis¬ 
turbance, I proceed to demonstrate that the Ego is a substance; and 
I begin with an exposition of what is denoted by the name 
substance. Consider the axiom of Spinoza; ** A thing is either in 
itself or in something else.” Now# a thing that is in itself, and is 
not, like space and time, a vacant entity, is a substance. What is 
necessarily in something else is an attribute. This was clearly the 
mind of Aristotle when he defined Owna, or substance, as being entity 
that is not predicable. Only things to which it is essential to bo 
other things, in them in the sense of being dependent on them for 
existence, only these things—whereof the common name is attribute 
—are predicablo. Entities opposed to attributes, things-in-them- 
selves, are not predicable. Accordingly, Aristotle divided Entity 
into Substance and Attribute, Thing-in-itself, and Thing-not-in- 
itself, Thing not predicable, and Thing predicable. He overlooked 
Time and Space. Space, though not a substance, is (if it exist) a 
thing-in-itself, and Time (allowing its existence) is certainly not in 
anything else, and is not a substance. Had they not been over¬ 
looked, Aristotle would in all probability have divided Entity into 
Impredicables and ]*redicables, and Impredicables into vacant Im- 
predicables and Sub-Stance.' Aristotle held substances to be concrete 
individuals—c.^., Socrates, agreeing in this respect uith the great 
bulk of men, with common sense; and those who, like Duns Scotus, 
perverted the term substance, making it denote a somewhat bearing 
to Attributes, such a relation as that of a pincushion to the pins 
stuck in it, wrought mere confusion. A substance, then, is a nou- 
vacant entity, to which it is not essential to be in another thing. In 
brief, it is a thinir-in-itself that is not vacant. 

Now, the cardinal immediate object of apperception is an entity. 
(I do not imply that it is a rudity. It may be either a real or an 
unreal entity. Entities essentially connected with disceminents are 
unreal, those that are not are real.) The cardinal immediate object 
of apperception, self, as being non-vacant, is either a substance or 
an attribute of one. If it be a substance the apperception is true; 
for it apprehends the object as being a substance. If the object be 
an attribute of a substance it is also a symbol of the substance, and, 
in either case, tho veracity of the apperception as regards r^erence 
to a substantive object is guaranteed by inconsistency of the oppoate. 
It may not, perhaps, be obvious that if the immediate object be an 
attribute of a substance, it is therefore necessarily a symbol of the 
* 

^ This is the division made by The Altermtm, except that Impredicables are 
called fondamental nltfinates. 
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sttbatance, and necessarily a true ^mbol. I shall try to make this 
plain. A certain apperception is an attribute of the substance A, 
and its cardinal immediate object is given to it as being the substance 
whereby it is apperccived, as being A. By means of the attribute, 
including its imi’eal object, A discerns himself, is the remote object 
corresponding to the unreal immediate object of the apperception. 
This unreal object, therefore, is symbolic, and truly symbolic of an 
apperceiving substance; its truth as symbol is guaranteed by incon¬ 
sistency of tlie opposite. The truth of ap|)ercpption, then, in so far 
as it gives self as being a substance, is guaranteed by tlie principle 
of contradiction. It is inconsisttmt to allow the existence of apper¬ 
ception and deny that of suljstance—of personal substance. When, 
by-and-by, we find Fichte asserting that the Ego is an activity which 
posits itself, and M. Reuouvier that it is a mere bundle of pheno¬ 
mena, our guaranteed knowledge that it is a substance will cancel the 
assertions. 

Philosophy aflects axiom and demonstration, and distrusts ungua¬ 
ranteed natural data‘ and induction. In Plato we find it disparaging 
as “ mere opinion ” all belief not guaranteed by inconsistency of the 
opposite, and confining the name “ knowledge ” to guaranteed 
belief.® The philosophic instinct in Descartes groped along the way 
of doubt for guaranteed knowledge. Common sense, on the other 
hand, is tenacious of the whole of the foundation of belief, of the 
nnaxiomatic as well as the axiomatic part of it. When Science 
emerges from Philosophy it grounds itself, except as to mathematics, 
mainly on nnaxiomatic data and induction, using deduction merely 
as an auj-iliary of induction; it leaves philosophy in the region of 
axiom and pure deduction. This gives philosophy and science the 
air of moving in difi'erent planes, not accidentally, but by necessity of 
their nature. It seems as though philosophic speculation must con¬ 
fine itself to the sphere of axiom and pui-e deduction, and scientific 
speculati<m to that of unguaranteed datum, induction, and what may 
bo called impure deduction. Of course, the seeming is merely 
specious. Nothing hinders philosophy to extend her reseaixih where 
common sense beckons her, along the lines of unguaranteed funda¬ 
mental data. She would thus renew her old relation to science— 
that of mother-lye to crystal—^with no other difference than this; tho 
relation, formerly hidden, would be obvious. Another accident passes 
for an essential difference between philosophy and science. Odmmon 
sense is averse to secular vexed questions, such as that of the origin 
and destiny of the Universe: what in it is absolute ? what contingent ? 

> Data gnaranteed by inconsistency of the opposite I distinnish as gnaranteed, 
and their oppoedtes as nngnaranteed: knowledge in general is dlrisible into guaran¬ 
teed and ongoanuiteed. 

® 8(te Bode y. Timanis, StenO, Fbsedrtis, Protagoras, Ctito, Laches, 

TbeMbeths. 
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is the first cause spiritual or material, Divine or ic^ernal, or neither 
one or the other ? Is man wholly material, or in’ paart a spirit ? It 
is averse, not because those questions are not of legitimate and pro¬ 
found interest to man, t)ut because they do not seem to admit of a 
solution. It turns from them to questions the hyix>thetical solutions 
of which seem to admit of a verification by experience, and have not 
for ages baffled inquiry. Not even by the squaring of the circle will 
it be detained. To this aversion of common sense is due the separa¬ 
tion of science from philosophy. Philosophy held to the questions 
which common sense and science tabooed. Then it appeared as 
though philosophy were essentially incapable of discourse respecting 
the questions that interest science, and science essentially incapable 
of discourse respecting the paramount questions of philosophy. If 
philosophy should hit upon a solution of any of those questions, a 
solution satisfactory to common sense, that solution would become a 
constituent of science, and so prove the accidental character of the 
influence which applies philosophy to one order of questions and 
science to another. What seems to be required of philosophy is, 
that it cease to confine itself to axiom and deduction, and practically 
account the inductive faculty a legitimate and sufficiently secure 
foundation. It will hold to questions of which science despairs, and 
take the initiative as regards questions of which science, although 
they bo not ripe for its investigation, is not hopeless—c.y., psychology. 
Now, the main part of the judicial function of common sense, as 
regards philosophy, is to condemn its abemations from unguaranteed 
fundamental data, and, above all, the following; (1) that the Ego is 
a dm’able suhstance; (2) that there exists a substantive not-self 
including several persons; (3) that either a jiart or the whole of the 
substantive universe is material. Wo have here to do with philo¬ 
sophers who have denied one or other or all of these deliverances, and 
to show that refractoriness has brought them to grief—^wrecked them 
either upon inconsistency or extreme absurdity. Conspicuous among 
them ore Spinoza, Berkeley, Fichte, Hegel, Schelling. Opposition 
to what may be called the natural theory of the Universe—theory 
conformable to fundamental natural data—gathers into a group the 
doctrines of these philosophers, together with the Neo-Kantianism of 
our contemporaries both in England and hVance, the materialism 
of Mr. George Lewes, and the Mind-stuff hypothesis of Professor 
Clifford. 

In the first part of this article I shall examine the Idealism of 
Berkeley, expose the baselessness of the division of knowledge into 
d pnor/ and d po^criori, and consequently that of the Idealism of 
Fichte, Schelling and Hegel, and then I shall examine the doctrine 
of M. Charles JBenouvier, doctrine known as Phenomenism; the 
second part will }>e given to Spinoza; the third to the Materialism of 
Mr. George Lewes and the Mind-stuff hypothesis. 
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II. 

Of philosophers in revolt against common sense on*vof the most 
notable is Berkeley. It had become plain, thht colour, sound, odour, 
flavour, could not exist apart from consciousness, that they could not 
be qualities of an unconscious thing. Common sense had then assumed 
them to bo effects and symbols of djnamic qualities-^powers—of 
bodies. Accordingly, philosophy had divided the qualities of matter 
into primary and secondary, the primmy being extension, impenetra¬ 
bility, figure, mobility, divisibilit}, inertness. Berkeley protested that 
counterparts of the mental sj mlmls of the primary qualities can no 
more exist out of consciousnc'-s than eounterimrts of colour, sound, 
odour, flavour, and, on this in\orisimilar pretext, denied the exis¬ 
tence of matter. Ignoring the fact that ovtntbs in rc'spect of con¬ 
sciousness, independence as regards existence on consciousness, is 
essential to what is symbolized by the idea of matter and denoted 
by the term matter, he usurps the term and applies it to the 
denotement of a mere mental symbol, maintaining that he means 
by the term what all the world always meant by it, that in this 
respect he sides with common sense, and that it is his opponents 
who are refractory, sceptical, lie held that it is essential to matter 
to be disc(‘rned, that it is a mere object—a mere object caused by 
God in the minds of creatures. No pretext for this wild doctrine 
would haA*e existed if the definition of matter as being substance 
either solid or qualified to bo an unintentional cause or a part of an 
unintentional cause of sensation had tlien obtained. No seeming of 
inconsistency in the datum that matter exists would Lave served as 
a pretext for insurrection against the law of thought under which 
the datum obtains. Absent, there was nothing to prevent Berkeley 
from trying conclusions with common sense. According to Berkeley 
then: Being is comprised by certain inoxtended persons, one of 
whom, God, is continually imposing phantasmagorical delusions on 
the others. The phantasms with which he occupies them Berkeley 
calls matter. What seems to be the material universe, our bodies, 
the earth, the sun, planets, stars, lower animals— all is phantasm^. 
No human action such as phantasmal representation gives as being 
discernible by sense, is iwssible. Sometimes, but rarely, when 
opposition of motives gives opportunity of choice, the human dupe 
and victim is for an instant active, but choice or volition is not a 
kind of action which, were there such a thing as sense, would be 
discernible by sense. There is no such thing as human reaction. 
Except the occasional and very rare act called volition, the dupe and 
victim of the divine magpc, is passive. Eating, drinking, manual 
work, ireading, writing, speech, social intercommunication, govern¬ 
ment, legislation, marrying, breeding, the relation of husband and 
wifi%^th%ts the paimit and child, wealth, ait, traffic, birth, death. 
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contention, aro things impossible. What passes for thorn is mere 
phantasm, mere delusion. When an infant seema fio bo liom, what 
really happens is that the inextended person constituting the 
apparent mother is visited by a phantasm which, seems to be her 
own body bringing forth another human body, and God so connects 
with this phantasm an inextended person, A; that A seems to the 
apparent mother to have proceeded from her, and like phantasms 
])ass for the body of A with doctor, nurse, and subsequently with all 
to whom A is known; throughout, our self-conscioubneas is duped 
by such a phantasm and we appefeeivo ourselves as bepg either 
wholly or in part bodies. Our share in what is called a crime is 
confined to bad surrender to motives all but ovorwhehuing, motives 
provoked by God: all beside is tho phantasmal work of God. We 
sometimes surremlor to such motives in what is remembered as 
having b(‘eu a dream.‘ As culpiible as such a surrender is, so 
culpable are we in ordinary cases of crime and no more; for ordinary 
crime, except tho motives and the consent, is phanlasmal, like that 
of a dream. Such is man’s part in a crime and all the rest is 
God’s—all the foul detail of adultery, incest, and what are called 
crimes against Nature. A hyimotizing God and hypnotized civatures 
comprise the univiu'se of Berkeley. But the crimes in which man 
participates are trifles compared with those in respect of which the 
arch-hyjmotizer is the solo culprit, the sacrilege against dignity 
with which he amuses his eternal solitude, the agony inqxised upon 
his human victims in the sliape of poverty, disease, famine, war, 
shipwreck. Whenun does this God of Berkeley differ from an 
■omniiJotent devil capable of duping the spirit of holiness with thi' 
phaqjasraal jiassion-play known as the life of Christ? 

Except as regartls tho existence and natun* of God, and the 
nature of His cnatures, Berkehy’s hypothesis abolishes Nature and 
Law and substitutes Miracle. With Nature and Law it abolishes 
Science. Its substitution of Aliracle saves it from inconsistency: the 
rock on which it splits is extreme absurdity and indecency, not incon¬ 
sistency. 

A prelate more imbued than Bishop Berkeley with tho Christian 
spirit never held the pastoral staff. He saw in his prodigious 
hypothesis only its slarlike nucleus : the tail escaped his view, and 
not only his, but hitherto that of his disciples and opponents. Not 
without exception then is the rule referred to by Christ in the 
deliverance, “By their fruits ye shall know them.’’ 

III. 

« 

The Neo-Kantianism of Fichte, Schelling and Hegel, revived by 
Oreen in England and Benouvier in France, is a notable insurgent 

^ The writer temembers a deliberate resistance to such a motive in a dream. 
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against the dominion of common sense, It is founded oa Kant’e 
doctrine of knovrledge d priori, and collapses if the foundation be 
shown to be an inconsistency. This I undertake to shew* 

Had Elant applied himself to the acquisition of a definite idea 
of esperienoe before he committed himself to the doctrine of 
knowledge a priori it iaprobablo that he would have spared Philosophy 
the (antique of Pure Eeason. Even now that idea is a prone postu¬ 
lant at the gates of Philosophy, where it is Ukely to starve. Accord¬ 
ing to Kant, experience is exclusively conversant about sensation, 
whereas all the world is agreed that we owe to’experience our 
knowledge of temporal identity— e.g. that of our acquaintances j and, 
in the mental symbol of identity, there is nothing of sensation, nor 
in the mental symbols of durability, cause, kind, custom, tnickness, 
•the life and consijiousness of others, the uniformity of Nature. If 
one will be at pains to read the nineteenth chapter of L'AlUmativt, 
he will be made aware of a gulf of ignorance respecting the scope of 
what is denoted by the term experience, a gulf in which the human 
mind is all but wholly plunged, and he will become alive, to the 
absurdity of dogmatizing about experience before one has emerged 
from the gulf. He will learn that there is such a thing as latent 
experience, .an experience that causes uticmmious knowledge— e g. the 
unconscious knowledge of tlio natures of certain entities; for instance, 
that things like those which have satisfied hunger are of a nature 
to satisfy hunger, that things like those which have been seen under¬ 
going* combustion are 'combustible. Such empirical knowledges 
obtaia rt first unconsciously, so far are they from being products of 
inference, as philosophy has hitherto taken them to be. 

Kant pretends that experience jon-supposes the ideas of time and, 
space, and therefore he ranks those ideas as a pnoii. A baseless pretext 
indeed. Experience supposes but does not //j’e-snppose those ideas. 
Visual or tactile experience of body necessarily involves a mental 
symbol of space, but the symbol does not precede, it merely accom¬ 
panies, that of ^e body, and both symbols are effects of the same 
cerebral cause. 

Axioms are held to bc^ conclusive proofs of knowledge h priori; 
but knowledge of axioms depends on knowledge of their terms, which 
is the creature of experience. Knowledge of an axiom is a joint 
product of (1) an attribute of mental structure which constitutes or 
determines an affection to a certain thesis, and (2) the experiences 
which acquaint us with the terms of the thesis or their cognates—e.g. 
things, equalities, samenesses, one another, in the adorn, “ things 
equid ta the same are equal to one another.” And, since adorns 
depend on experience, deduction depends on it: deduction is as much 
a ^erisative cnE experience as induction. 

It has been riiomi that experience originates the idea of power 
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f^ven as attribute of Bubsl»no6 other than Egaj,, and that, in this 
experience, power is given, as bein^ a sensibift littributo, one that, 
like colour, is sensationally discernible, so littiie was there need of 
ICant’s distortion of psydiology to vindicate flower against Hume’s 
assault upon it. Hume objected to power that it could not be an 
object of empirical knowledge. “No,” replied Kant, “but it is objective 
d priori” Solidity is not more plainly objective to sense than what 
is originally given to sense perception as being power. That the 
datum is only partially true and needs ‘purgation by Reason does not 
disprove the origination of the idea of power by experience. The 
idea of the mathematical line originates in a mental symbol caused 
by lines of two or three dimensions, but so caused that it distinctly 
symbolizes only one of the dimensions. When Reason discovers the 
indistinct dimension or dimensions, it purges the idea of the lino of 
the indistinct part or parts. So Reason purges the mental symbol 
of power of impurities with which primitive experience adulterates it. 
No idea seems to be more remote from the possibilitj of an empirical 
origin .than the moral ideal; but I liaye traced it to its root in ex¬ 
perience. I regret that I have not space for an exposition of that 
connection. 

The mental events which seemed to Kant to evince and to be ex¬ 
plicable by what he calls categories and forms of sensibility, common- 
sense explains as being due to qualities of mental structure, and 
when the dependence of consciousness on corporal causes is ascer¬ 
tained, to organs. The substitution of categories and forms of S(m- 
sibility, as explanatory factors for mental qualities, should disgrace 
the critique. It implies that, like Time and Space, they are ratani 
entities, implies that they inhere in the mind, but not as qualities, 
and that when they are filled ^vlth sensation, which they serve to 
mould, as cups mould the liquid contained in them, they are objec¬ 
tive to knowledge as respectively parts of its total objects—surely, a 
most inveribimilar hypothesis. 

Scrutiny finds the reasons of unguaranteed knowledge to be inade¬ 
quate, and although tho laws of belief under which they obtain deter¬ 
mine corresponding certitudes, the reasons seem to bo rather irrational 
than rational incentives to belief. This disposes to the judgment that, 
in BO far as reason m^es account of them, it is adulterated—is pure 
only wlien conversant about guaranteed knowledge and its reasons: 
hence the Vine Reason of Kant. It is clear that the product of Pure 
Reason, uhich he calls transcendental knowledge, is simply guaranteed 
knowledge, knowledge sanctioned by the principle of contradiction. 
The science of mathematics is the only ono worthy the name which. 
Reason faculty of guaranteed knowledge has achieved. Logic, 
as having for its foundation a product of mere induction, is not, like 
znathematiod, a guaranteed science. Pure Reason is incapable of a 
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philosophy explanatory of all entity—of what Kant calls transcend¬ 
ental philosophy. Guaranteed knowledge can attain to no object 
other than time, Ego, its consciousnesses and their kmd!s: it neces¬ 
sarily ignores the existence of more than one person. 

What Kant calls categories he gleaned indnctively, did not 
deduce from Logic. He surveyed the field of judgments, named 
the difierentim of the most comprehensive kinds, categories, and, 
assuming that his survey was exhaustive, inductively judged that 
his categories were exhaustive. Like tho syllogism, they are un¬ 
guaranteed by the principle of contradiction. It is true that, if their 
right to supremacy be not questioned, that principle seems to stigma¬ 
tize judgments adverse to thorn, but not if the right bo questioned. 
To scepticism animated by common sense they are objects of faith— 
of mere faith, not of cerlitud(\ Kant has indirectly discredited them 
by denying the validity of their equivalents, his “ forms of sensi¬ 
bility,'* to which ho pretends are duo our ideas of time and space. 
He deals with them capriciously, now exalting them to the rank of 
dictators of law to Nature, and now degrading them to that of mere 
dependents on what he badly calls th'o categorical imperative, tho im¬ 
personal imperative called duty. 

A pregnant error of Kant, mother of a brood developed in Fichte, 
Schelling, Hegel, and our N(>o-Kantian contoiuporariefe, is tho doctrine 
that the cardinal object of apperception, self or Ego, is not a sub¬ 
stance, but a mere synthesis of consciousnesses, of perceptions! Before 
religion, philosophy, and the impotence of the mind to realize that 
the beloved dead are not alive, attained to tlie idea of the soul, one's 
own body is apperceived as bt'ing Ego or ■'elf, aud tho bodies of other 
men are given to sense-perception as resjiectively comprising their 
selves. When the idea of the soul obtains, the cardinal object of 
apperception does not vary, Ego or self continues to be, in the 
view of apperception, the body of the appercipient, but it is judged 
to be a composite of tw'o substances—viz., l3ody and soul. Never, 
in the view of appercejition, is it other than substance—material 
substance. Keflection, indeed, which has been hitherto mistaken 
for apperception, may sometimes distinguish Ego as being exclu¬ 
sively the inextended thing called soul or mind, but never appre¬ 
hends it otherwise than a.s being a substance, never as being a 
synthesis. Overlooking the dependence of apperception and memory 
on bodily structure and function, and that disease and decay some¬ 
times deprive us of both, Kant ascribes to apperception our reference 
of our consciousnesses to Ego, especially of tboso that are successive in 
time. He pretends to explain remembrance by apperception, as 
though the fermor were a species of apperception. They resemble 
oaeh other as regards reference of consciousno^ to Ego, and remem- 
bj^mce^preempposes apperception; but they differ in the respect that 
appertteption is conversant about the present and remembrance about 
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tlie past, a diSerenco which Kant’s putative ei^^nation fails to 
explain. Apperceiving peo^^e are sometimes devoid of memory. 
Apperception itself is a mere ftinction of an organ that sometimes 
ceases to function without interrupting the play of other faculties. 
The authority of Kant, by licensing stt'ch violations of common sense, 
liberated the Pantheistic Titan or tendency in Fichte, Schelling, and 
Hegel, and eruptions of inconsistency became the vogue in philosophy. 
The identity of subject and object was proclaimed. Hegel proclaimed 
the identity of opposites, and that an ever-frustrated becoming ex¬ 
cludes Being.^ Time and space were abolished. The Ego is the 
fundamental entity j it is self-caused; it is an activity, an activity of 
nothing; is its own product; in the language of Fichte, posits itself! 
According to English Neo-Kantianism, there is an absolute self-con¬ 
sciousness that is somehow identical with such contingent self- 
consciousnesses as those of Tom, Dick, and Hariy! 


rv. 

Of the doctrines of our Nco-Kantian contemporaries that of M. 
Charles Ilenouvior seems to me to do least violence to common sense, 
and is therefore, I presume, the fairest sample I can select from the 
school, of the frailty of theories at vsCriance with the natural theory 
of the TJniverso. Understanding consciousness to be the common 
name of all sensations, sense perceptions, remembrances, imagina¬ 
tions, questions tacitly put by a mind to itself, judgments, certitudes, 
opinions, doubts, indeed of all obvious mental events except acts 
which some of them involve (the understanding sup2X)ses that a 
sensation is a consciousm^ss and that sensations aro consciousnesses), 
this being allowed, the doctrine of M. llenouvier, doctrine known as 
phenomenism, is truly expressed by the following formula: Con¬ 
sciousnesses, groups of consciousnesses constituting persons, aggrega¬ 
tions and segregations of consciousnesses and law according to 
which these obtfiin, comijrise Being, and none of them arc substances; 
to the mental symbol of substance or Thing-in-itself (Thing opposed 
to attribute as not being necessarily in something else) no reality 
corresponds. What are here called “ consciousnesses ” M. Renouvier 
calls “ phenomena.”® Phenomenism presumes that the change whidi 


> When certain minds come in ^iew of the instability of body, especially of organic 
body, discovering that what «.epmcd to be durable body is often a mere flnx or series 
in which there is nothing durable but figure, they are dazed, and rush to the conclusion 
that instability of body i? instability of matter. The appearances that bewilder them 
are delusive aspects of perdurable matter, of atoms migrating from one durationless 
body to another. Overlooking tlie perdurable, nay, the al^soluto, matter supposed by 
the delusive appearances, they aro swamped by such conclusions as that of lleraoUtns 
and He^l, or that of the Hindu philosophers, that oil is delusion—Maui. 

s “LWbaitaa eignal6 n’existe pas pour rid6^i8me ph6nom6niste, qui dispose 
jastementdnmobpS^uomhno poor le service quo M. Clay vondrait obtenir du mob 
coiueieMe. La remarque de ce philosophe. et surtout sa proposition de rdforme, sont 
condos dans un esprit vjfiblement phdnomdnisfte.” 
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it proposes to make in the system of common beliefs is not sub- 
versiTe— is a mild reform, not a revolution, rids that system of a 
mere encumbrance, a mere supernumerary, leaving it mainly as it 
was: the personal world especially it deems itself to have stripped 
of nothing worth missing. According to Phenomenism no realities 
correspond to the mental symbols of time, space, matter, and motion, 
nor to that of involuntary power. “ I allow, on the contrary,” 
writes M. Eenouvier, in answer to certain questions respecting his 
doctrine, “ the will as cause, essentially cause, and sole cause. What 
I do not allow is that there is an external reality which corresponds 
to tho mental symbol of a force, of a subject agent operative on 
a subject patient.” * 

In section vi. of his Tmiti ih Lagiqm Gen6rale, &c., M, lienouvier 
undertakes to prove that there is no such thing as a thing-in-itself, 
at least that we know of no such thing. The title of the section 
is “ Qu’il N^existo Pas Do Chose En Soi ]*our La Connaissance.” In 
the fourteen succeeding sections he goes on to show that space, time, 
matter, motion, and tho sum total of things ar<‘ not things-in-tliera- 
selves. The argument, if we hold it to the letter, pretends to prove 
that Everything, the sum total of things included, is m sonu thing dse ! 
To argue that the sum total of things is not a thing-in-itsclf is to 
ar^ue that the sum* total of things is in something eLe. This M. 
Eenouvier argues in section xiv. entitled “ Preuve Quant il la Somme 
Totale Des Ph^nomenes.” To hold M. Eenonvier to this flagrant 
contradiction would be captious. A remark of his in section vi. 
shows that the meaning he annexes to the terra, 1 hing-in-itself, is 
<mly a part of its true meaning, that tlie term, as lie employs 
it, does not denote a thing unthinkable as being necessarily in 
another thing, but merely what the tenu, substance, is commonly 
understood to denote. The remark to which I refei is this : “ J’ai 
done prouvd que les representations seulcs sont donnees . . . . et 
que dds lors les choses en soi n'existent pas si ce n’est (fuo les repre¬ 
sentations se nomment choses en soi.” Except representations be 
called things-in-themselves! If we allow that they are not attributea 
of discerning substances, what else should they b' but things-in- 
themselves—and substances, if substance be held to be tho common 
name of things-in-themselves ? But it is not; space is a thing-in- 
itself, but no one ever thought of calling it a substance. One may 
hesitate to call time a thing-in-itself, but certainly not to pronounce 
it a thing that is not in anything else. Time seems to refute 
Spinoza’s putative axiom, “ Whatever is, is in itsi'lf, or in another 
thing.” However that be, no one is of the mind to call time a 

t an ccntralftt, la Tolo(Qt< oommo caiue, essontielleme&t cause, et 

scale ctmse. Ce quo je n’admets pas, o’est qu’il 7 ait une r^itg esterne qni' 
rneotal ^nne/or«s qui d’on enjet agent pettr opdrer snr 
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aubstancf*. Doabtless, M. Eenouvier employed the term tbing-in- ’ 
itself as synonym of snbstcince, and so committed himself to an 
appearance of contradiction. 

Only three things pretend to the rank of things*in-themselves, and 
one of them scarcely makes good a title : they are Time, Space, and 
Substance. Time and space are vacant things; substance is a thing 
that is not vacant. Accordingly, substance may be defined a 
“ thing-in-itself that is not vacant.” M. Renouvier had in mind 
non-vacant entity. 

Infinite divisibility and its seeming implication that there 4.ft.8»Gh 
a thing as infinite number, constitute the putative flaw that serves as 
pretext to M. Renouvier for abolishing time, sp.ice, matter, and 
motion. The genus, quantity, is comprised by the two sub-genera; 
tjuantity tliat doss and quantity that does not involve plurality. A 
quantity that involves plurality may be called a lylnrahty. A finite 
plurality is what is called a sum. Of infinite pluralities wo have an 
example in the infinitude of the parts of time, or in that of the parts 
of space. Rums are numbers ; but we are often cognizant of sums 
and ignorant of their numbers. To ascertain the number of a sum 
exceeding five units we have to count. Counting ascertains the 
number of a sum by ascertaining the place of the sum on a scale 
which The AHernatire distinguishes as plnrivi —the epithet, 
though barbarous, is indispensable.* It should now be plain that 
an infinite plurality is not a number, is not a sum; that the idea of 
it is not inconsistent as implying the inconsistency, infinite number. 
It is essential to number to be finite. The si'ries of possible numbers 
that compose the “ plurivo ” scale is an infinite plurality, and 
therefore not a number. So vanishes the pretext of M. Renouvier, 
and time, space, and matter survive. M. Renouvier will not, I 
presume, deny the consistency of the idea of infinite plurality. 

He argues that infinite divisibility supposes an infinitude of parts. 
It does not. Tliere are no such, things as infinitesimals. The idea of 
infinitesimals, as symbolizing parts that are infinitely divisible, and, 
nevertheless, the least possible parts of their n^spective wholes, is 
inconsistent. It does not symbolize such pails as points, lines, 
surfaces, instants, whereof no plurality, no quantity, could constitute 
their respective wholes: it symbolizes parts specifically like their 
respective wholes, and such parts only. Accordingly, a part of 
time, space, or matter, specifically like its whole, does not involve an 
infinitude of parts specifically like their respective wholes, an infinite 
plurality pretending to be an infinite number, and so serving as an 
explosive in the hands of phenomenism. Every part of time speci¬ 
fically like its whole involves an infinitude of instants, every part of 
space specifically like its whole involves an infinitude of points, lines, 

1 L'A\ttrMtiv9y § idxvUl, $ obdi. a, and § obevU. In XtAltwnativs ploralities ate 
erroneously called sanu. 



222 


The Westminster Review. 


and sarfaces; bnt these, although parts of their respective wholes, 
are not the parts to which infinite divisibility refers. Instants are 
mere limits of times, limits that do not interrupt the continuity of 
time ; points and lines are mere limits of spaces that "^o not inter¬ 
rupt the continuity of space. There are surfaces that may be 
distinguished as interior, cy, the surface of a statue in the block: 
every body contains an infinitude of interior surfaces that do not 
interrupt the continuity of its extension. There is no such thing 
as a proximity of instants that excludes intervening instants, no such 
thing' a*proximffy ^il*p oi nts that excludes intervening points, of 
lines that excludes intervenl&g ^ines, o f interior surfaces that ex¬ 
cludes intervening interior surfaws^lhese perplexing limits, are 
they pivots of antinomial inconsistency ? By no means. They 
are perplexing, but not inconsistent. The infinite, whether in the 
direction of greatness or of littleness, is a perplexity to the faculty 
of knowledge, but involves nothing objectionable to the principle of 
contradiction. 

_ ^ "S 

The flying arrow of Zeno, at every instant measuring a'space 
equal to its own extension, and therefore judged to bo at rest, is 
applied by M. Renouvier to show that a reality answering to the 
idea of motion is impossible. This paralogism has been staring dis¬ 
credit at the foundations of human knowledge for thousands of 
years unrefutcd, and the refutation was all the time almost in view. 
It was hidden by the assumption that an instant is a time. Wo now 
know better. We are able to see that /or a <io1id to muimre a ^ace 
eqiuU to oum eotcn<iion for an instant, zs not ima^nly to So at 
to h (li nst, th znhit vivst tninsiire th< span Onrvng a imr. So 
vanishes the arrow of Zi no, leaving us fr(*e to Ix'heve in motion. 

Amongst the constituents of persons, M. llenouvier reckons law, 
particularly a species of law which he calls function, and seems to 
desire that law, as personal constituent, 'should rank even above 
phenomena. Commenting on a summary of his doctrine given in a 
recent treatise, he remarks as follows:—“ He,” the author of the trea¬ 
tise, “ makes me say that the ‘ Ego is an abstraction,’ and that ‘ there 
is nothing real but the phenomena which succ^^ed one another.’ But 
my thought, expressed in full in the commencement of my JPi-crMtr 
E'isai, is that there are no moi*o any phenomena without laws which 
unite and Wd them, than there are laws without phenomena. 
Personality is a law, even a supreme law, the infenor consciousness 
of which (appetites and perceptions without liberty, which compose 
the whole of Nature) are but rude outlines. One might say ‘ there is 
nothing real but laws,’ with as good reason as say ‘ there is not hing 
redl but phenomena,’ ”' M. Renouvier adds: “ Functions (in 

1 H mo dire gue, * le mot e<it uno abstraction,’ et ' qa’il n’j a de r^el qne les 
pbentnames qcl se mieeraent.' Ha» ma peos^e, expos66 an lone an oommonoemest 
de mon iVwnier JJMcii, qu’il ntj a pas plus de ph 4 Qoiu 6 ncs sans lou qni lee aaissent et 
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matliematical sense of the word) and laws are, to my mind, all that 
there is of intelligible and conscious matter in bemg.” * I see with 
surprise that M. Benouvier predicates of ‘‘ laws and functions,” as 
though he had not explained function as b^g a species of law— 
what he calls **pliMomtne~l(d”^ Law he defines as follows :—K 
law is a compound phenomenon, produced or reproduced in a con¬ 
stant manner, and represented as a common relation of the various 
relations of other phenomena.' A law a compound phenomenon, 
produced or reproduced in a constant manner! But a phenomenon 
so produced or reproduced is produced or reproduced according to 
law; so that the definition gives law as being a phenomenon that is 
produced or reproduced according to law! The definition involves 
another inconsistency. A phenomenon involving a discernment of 
a law presupposes the law it discorna; fipr it depends on observa¬ 
tion of a regularity that evinces, because it presupposes, the law: 
to say nothing of a phenomenon in John or James regulating, as 
law, the play of phenomena—their aggregations and segregations— 
in other persona. M. Renouvier’s idea of law does not seem to be 
stable. He sometimes mistakes for law the regular series of events 
whereby law is manifested. Thus, the regular falls '^f stones which 
finger and thumb have ceased to uphold ho calls a lav 

Positivism and common sense are agreed that natural law is a 
species of necessity, the species by virtue of which regmlar events 
obtain; but common sense will have it that the necessity m djnamic, 
that law is a species of necessary power, and this Positivul^ denies. 
It denies with Ilume, its founder, that there is such a Vhing as 
power. To turn this controversy, I have recourse to a compromise 
definition, viz.:—A natural law is a necessity, cither dyni&nic or 
the reverse, in virtue of which a regular succession.. Vime'obtains. 
By the way, it must bo allowed to Positivisnii^hat law is not the 
only kind of impotent necessity. The neMpSty whereby the parts 
of time either precede or follow each is also a kind of impo¬ 
tent necessity; and still another j|i necessity manifested by the 

projiferties of mathematical fib res. Now, impotent necessity is 
^not an explanatoryS'® such, inferrible. It is intuitable, 
and may be cpifl^ctured, but cannot bo inferred. If certain appa¬ 
rent fact§, should seem to be inexplicable, except the hypothesis that 
the?j detain by virtue of impotent necessity be counted as explana¬ 
tion, the predicament must fail to elicit an inference that the facts 

les rolient que (1p<i lois <«ans ph6nomdnes. La personality cst une loi, et mfitne la loi 
suprtoie, rlunt les consciences iuf6rienre (appytits et perceptions sons liberty qui 
composont toiite la Nature) nc sont qne dcs el)ancbc$. On pouirait aussi bien dire: 
il liy a d6 rCd que Ift, hit, qne non pas : il n'y a de rdei qne les ph6nombnes. 

^ Les fonctions 0^ sens mathdmatiqne do mot) et les lois sont scion moi tout oe 
qn'il 7 a d’mtelliEdble et do matiSre h connaissance dans I’dtre. 

* See TVtnVd de Logupte Oininde, vol i. p. 187. 

«• “ Une loi est nn phdnomdne oomposy, prodnit on reproduit d’nne maniyre 
constante, cfe reprqsenty comme on rapport commun des rapports de divers antres 
^ynorntnes.” 
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ever, 
science; for a sc 
power disappears 
called the induct r 
catalogues, 
events. 


not 
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obtained bj virtue of impotent necessity—the illative faculty must 
fail to think impotent necessity into the facta as an explanatory 
factor. Any thesis having exphnatory value, if it be the sole 
hypothesis in view, is by that fact imposed upon the illative faculty 
as being true; but the being the sole hypothesis in view fails to 
confer cxplanatorincss on the idea of impotent necessity. To 
offer unintuitable impotent necessity as an explanatory factor, is to 
baulk a mind hungiy for explanation. We are thus baulked by 
M. Renouvier, when he ascribes his prodigious concurrences of 

phenomena, whereby they ere mntnally MsSorafci-tS-jiipotent 
new^ty. tbo ascription is equivaUf^ 

^^ve facte wc would fain h^ ineiqilicable. In 

respect of it, Positivism i m u • rni. 

s .. „ , , Jlonds and exceeds M. Renouvier. The 

latter allows voluntary ptr » • •a* h k a 

T j j -A • •^..^wer; Posivitigm allows no pow'er what- 

for a sc denies the possibility of inductive 

is a system of explanatory theses, and with 

anatorinoss as regards change. Wliat are 

sciences are, according to Posivitism, mere 

description of kinds of substances and 

1 henomen implies that in a person successive phenomena are 
ccessun excludes union: it admits of connection, but 

given as T _ successive mental events, or consciousnesses, 

heini? attributes of one and the same person, are given as 

uttributjr by the identity of a substance whereof they are 

satisfac^^; such a conned ion is intelligible, and the idea of it is 
from explanatory to common sense. In ejecting that idea 

there is"vstem of explanatory factors, Phenomenism implies that 
phenomena’^*' 'f<^ thing as a group of really connected successive 
-d • abolishes, as far as explanation is concem**d, a 

gix^ups of simultaneous T 1,7^" 2 7 

13, and let B obtain 

me that A and B are not ideaV^^/T ^ 

■of one and the same grouiLeX. 7 f 
attributes of one and the .same durable substance.^ If^ duT exneri*' 
meut by other minds verify this seeming, it must be a»iWedThat 
groups of successive phenomena are not possible, and that an ^dilea 
of such a group necessarily symhoUzes it as being an attribute or 
sum of attnbutes, of a durable substance. This would show 4at 
durable substMM is a condition inM gud lum of psychological ex- 

factor, as being a mere encumbrtmee in the region of expUmatioa 

IS such a ijMstafce as one would make who should undertake to ex¬ 
plain folar system witiiout the atm. 

The i»Vento» of tmaoim^ h;^^6ses are prone to avoid the terra 
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fi-rma of con6r^ escample, aod keep on the wtbtf ,in; generalities ; of 
course they do bo inadfertontl^. 'The of Condillac h a 

brave example of thd ppposlte tuethod of phikeepkiiimg. It rained 
sensationaUBia by expofidng it tS eksy inspec^bn. If M. Benouvier 
would undertake to expound phenomenism b^ means of such a con¬ 
crete example^ it is not improbable that tUh experiment would 
convince him of the unsoundness of his hypothesis. Let him 
explain for instance phenomenistically what takes place when an 
opera is being performed, how this or that apparent tenor is in part 
constitated at any instant by a discernment of himself—a self-con- 
scIoUsness—as singing this or that note of an aria, how the pheno¬ 
menon involving this discernment gives way to a phenomenon 
involving self-consciousness of tbe tenor as singing the succeeding 
note, how this gives way and another succeeds, how prior to the 
singing there was in him an intention to sing that aria involved 
somehow with a phenomenon having the aria for object, how every 
member of the audience has discernments of sounds corresponding 
to those of the tenor, so that they apprehend him as singing that 
very sound which he apprehends himself as singing. Let him explain 
the concurrences of phenomena corresponding to what seems to bo 
the issue of a newspaper, and a consequent distribution of the day’s 
news ; how like phenomena annex themselves to thousands of men, 
so that, for the most part, the latter apprehend alike w hat seem to 
be the recent notable events. How comes it that thousands of 
phenomena involving like discernments of like printed signs, and, 
respectively corresiionding to these, objects that pass for the notable 
events—^how comes it, I a&k, that such marvellons concurrences 
obtain ? By virtue of impotent necessity ? If so the opinion that 
it is possible for unloaded dice to turn up aces invariably hereafter, 
except on Sundays, and on Sundays sixes, is quite legitimate. 

Phenomenism is dnven to commit violence on the terms subject 
and cUtrthvie^ wresting them from their received meanings and im¬ 
posing on them meanings which have scarce any analogy with the 
former. It will have a phenomenon to be an attribute of the group 
of phenomena to which it belongs, and the group its subject.* As 
well pretend that a single midge of a swarm of midges is an attribute 
of the swarm, the swarm a subject of that attribute. 

M. Benouvier holds to free agency, responsibility, and (all honour 
to him for the tenet) to duty. But, is it competent to a mere group 
of ocaisciousnesses to be a free agent ? Can a group of discernments, 
iav6|ying or involved with sensations, emotions, questions, remem¬ 
brances, imaginations, judgments, imd nothing that is not a mere 
mpdificarimx of conse^usness—>can such a group, not this or thah 
phenomenon of the granp, but tht 'whole acting as a unit, deliberate 
with intendon to prefer one or other oP two opposite m^tiveB, and' 

de Logi^ OititMlt, vd. L p. 18$. 

VoL. 130.—IJorf-a. 


r 



226 


The Westminster Review, 


then freely prefer one of them, giving rise in the preference to an 
intention to act accordingly ? As easily suppose that a dust whirl 
might he capable of such an act, might subject of the power pre¬ 
supposed by such on act. An act, it seems to me, is something more 
than a mere object, and is not possible to an entityiRthich is nothing 
more than mere object. It is essential to a pain to be an object; 
but that it involves something more than mere objectivity is mani¬ 
fest when we contrast it with the remembrance of a pain. In that 
contrast the ^mbol of the pain appears to be a mere object, and the 
pain to be something more than object. The like is true of all 
sensations and emotions contrasted with mental symbols of them 
objective to memory. The difference between mere objectivity and 
reality is put in sharp relief by the contrast. Although it is 
essential to a volition to be an object it is also essential to it to be 
a reality—something more than a phenomenon, something more than 
the umverse of M. Eenouvier has room for. But, to little purpose 
should wo grant to M. Benouvier that his personal groups are 
capable of volition; for he implies that volition is ineffectual as 
regards persons other than the agent—^ineffectual as being related to 
no involuntaiy iwwer capable of executing its behest in other persons ; 
other persons could neither be benefited nor injured by that behest. 
Voluntary power is limited to the generation of an intention; 
whether event beyond the sphere of the intention and conformable 
to it shall obtain it is not within the sphere of voluntary power to 
determine. The apparent bodily movements without one or other of 
wl^h an intention is, as regards persons other than the voluntary 
hgimt, abortive, depend, if on power at all, on involuntary power; 
for we sometimes vainly intend such movements, and, in an inference 
from the failure of our intention, discover that we are patalLsod. 
Such facts are conclusive evidence to common sense that certain 
involuntary powers are commonly subservient to intention, and make 
it effectual; hut this explanation Phenomenism excludes by its 
negation of the existence of involuntary power—instructing Will that 
its impotence exempts it from obligation, that the ideas of responsi¬ 
bility and duty ore delusive. 

Affection to the principle of parsimony no more exempts Phe¬ 
nomenism than it exempts natural theory from the dualism of im¬ 
mediate and remote objectivity, persons according to Phenomenism 
being known to each other by means of mental symbols, in respect 
of which they are remote olgects. Though obliged to admit tlmt a 
great jpact of tlv^ real is knowable only by means of unreid objects, 
of mere zumtal symbols, Phenomenism breaks the explanatory con- 
nec^mn between ^^bol and thing symbolized, constituted by the 
ideas id substaifoe and ‘powej, and indsts that the indrilitotde of 
agreements between both aieumi^lioable what is the samathzng, 
obtain by virtue ofimpote^ necessity* ^ aj^eroeive mys^ascon- 
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versing with John, at the same time John aj^pwceives himself con¬ 
versing with me, and several obaervOTS W^jectively appeyceive 
themselves as perceiving John and me in conversation. Between 
these concurrent apperceptions and perceptions there is no explana¬ 
tory link whatever, except, indeed, impotent necessity be reckoned 
such a link; aaid if it be, possibility has ample room for the xmvari- 
able turning up of aces by unloaded dice. No prodigies of con¬ 
currence are too much for the impotent necessity of M. Renouvier. 

Phenomenism fails to tell us whence come phenomena and whither 
they go. Are they eternal elements, like the pieces of mind-stuflP of 
Professor Clifford, or do they begin and perish ? Does phenomenism 
reject the putative axiom, ft nihtlo niktl fit t 

Consider the reasons of scepticism which our discussion has 
brought to the surface. How a more impotence of the mind confers 
upon a false thesis the air of being an axiom, as in the caso of the 
Mse thesis, “ a thing is either in itself or in something else,” on which 
privation of the idea of time confers the air of bemg an axiom. How 
the cast of mental structure which generates the ideas of time and 
space involve conditions, if not of antinomial contradiction, at least, of 
perplesity—of such perplexity that to the question, “ what is time ? ” 
one answers, “ If you don’t ask me, I know.” How it has taken us 
thousands of years to refute the paralogism of Zeno How it is 
confessed on all sides that we have no criterion of truth. Shall we 
therefore despair of the knowing faculty ? Surely not. It has 
behaved badly enough to discredit dogmatism, but on the whole well 
enough to be reckoned, a ps (dhr. It affords knowledge of oui en¬ 
vironment sufficiently apt to keep ns afloat during a lifetime, and 
prevision enough to justify some pretension to be tnie. It lias enabled 
an evolution from savagery to civilization Would it not bo wise to 
take it for the very fallible but fairly reliable thing that experience 
has shown it to be, and, above all, to abstain from attempts to improve 
it by mutilation. We have seen the result of such surgery as M. 
Renouvier has thought proper to apply to it. He has lopped off the 
faculties that impose belief in time and space, substance and attri¬ 
bute, cause and effect, and with them, as we have seen, a conditioil 
ffvnt qiid nm of explanation. Seemings of antinomial inconsistency 
have been throwing philosophy into convulsion, now into Pyrrhonism, 
now into havoc-making Phenomenism, Mid every such seeming has, 
so far as I know, proved to be delusive. If I te wrong, and if any 
still pretend to discredit the principle of contradiction, would it not 
be a wise exercise of what L'AUemativi’^ calls the ai^trvum, to 
say to it, “ I’ll not budge for you : you are in all probability a spe^ 
■ciotity due to an oversight; at any moment a pin-prii^ may burst 
yon.” What though foro^ considered respi^ ^ its' immedi^ts' 
effisot, seems to bsq its differ&ntia and resolve mto a mere inert anto<* 
cedent: what limits of times and spaces do not interraptthe 
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contixiiuty of time and space, and no two of them can be next one 
another: what though times, spaces, and solid extensions bo com¬ 
pounds without elemeniB, refuting the putative axiom that the 
compound supposes the simple: that the thing ww call knowledge is 
stigmatized by such perplexities, is no reason for denying that it is a 
alUr. We have tried to improve our poor knowing faculty by 
depriving it of some of its members, and the result has been the sub¬ 
stitution of downright contradiction for mare perplexity. Have we, 
under the circumstances, any better recourse than to patient scep¬ 
ticism animated by faith and hope ? 


Edmond R. Clay. 
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SCIENCE. 

Tub problem of tho origin of the Morld^ is a will-o’-thc-^isp which has 
moved through past ages, and still engages the interest of the scientific 
as well as the simple. But it is so bound up, on the one hand, with the 
prevalent interpretation of Biblical history, and on tho other with the 
phenomena of astronomy, geology, and chemistry, that again and again 
attempts are made to harmonize the changing attitudes of the religions 
interpreter and the scientific investigator. These attempts are little 
more than affirmations that science is inspired so long ns it declares the 
divinity of its origin, and that its teaching is discredited when with more 
modesty or greater faith it declines to legard its conclusions as final, or 
capable of being yoked with unchanging religious views. M. Faye is 
imbued with tho religious sentiment, and anxious to show that the 
Biblical teaching, as be understands it, is substantially the same as the 
theoretical conclusions to which the results of science converge. Having 
arrived at the conviction that the cosmogony of LipUce is inconsistent 
with the present state of science and with recent astronomical discoveries, 
it has occurred to him to discuss the principal ancient and modern cos¬ 
mogonies. A short introduction touches on the relation of the idea of 
God to science, and then the work is divided into four parts, which treat 
of difierent orders of cosmogony. First, there is a discussion of the 
teaching of Moses and Genesis; then, in the second part, the ideas of the 
Greek and Boman philosophers and poets are stated. The third part 
gives chapters to the teaching of Descartes, Newton, Kant, and Laplace; 
while the fourth part is devoted to ideas of cosmogony current m the 
nineteenth century, or, iu other words, to conceptions which are accept¬ 
able to the author. A large amount of interesting information is mixed 
up with hypotheses which do not entirely harmonize with the more irecent 
news which Professor Normau Lockyer formulated iu his Baberiau lec¬ 
ture to the Boyal Society. Nor does it appear to us that the supposed 
harmony of the author’s views with the geological history of the eartl^ is 
any more philosophical or better supported by fact. It needs a critical 
knowledge of the distribution of plants and animals to form any concep¬ 
tion of the distribution of life and its nature in the primjwy period; and 
we are disposed to take exception to all the physical coxrifitiona which the 
author postulates for that period as unsupported by fact; and his state¬ 
ment that animal and vegetable life was uniformly developed aU over the 

' •• Snr rOrlgine du Monde, fhfiorica Cosmcaoniques des Anciwis et dea Modemes.” 
Far H. Faye, cn I'lnstitat. Seoonde Edition, Bevne et AngmentSe. Paris :* Ganthin* 
VUlars. 1886 . 
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e&rth, would not bo acceptable to those who are aware how life varies with 
every successive division even of the older geological deposits, ns well as 
with the occurrence of the stratum in other localities. A concluding 
chapter, on life in the universe, examines speculations as to the possible 
existence of life in other worlds. The work is clearly written, and illus¬ 
trated with figures of nebulso and some other astronomical phenomena. 
IBelTgious bodies, whose members arc not familiar with science, may bo 
grateful for it; but many scientific readers would have preferred a his¬ 
tory of cosmogonies into which religious interpretations had not been 
introduced. 

By Iiigher arithmetic,’ Mr. Ooyen understands fractions, decimals, 
equations, proportion, percentages, calculations of profit and loss, and 
matters which involve square root, cube root, surds, and the mensuration 
of plane surfaces and of solids. Its object is to cause the student to 
observe and think for himself, and therefore there is an absence of rules,, 
and of statements which appeal to the memory, llis method is first to 
explain the nature of the processes discussed in the several chapters, and 
then to illustrate them by worked-out examples, selected with a view of 
illustrating difficulties. Other examples follow for the uso of the 
student, and the answers to thorn arc given at the end of the book. The 
Work is especially intended for students working without a master, pupil- 
teachers, and senior pupils in schools; and the author expresses his 
opinion that no one who masters its methods need have any misgiving as 
to his ability to satisfy the demands of the most exacting examiner. The 
method appears to be excellent, and the matter well selected; but in 
mensuration the treatment is needlessly brief, and in view of its practical 
importance in so many industries might have been extended with ad¬ 
vantage. 

A pamphlet on “Electricity versus Gas”® sets forth the defects of 
gas for illumination and the advantages of electric light, gives some 
account of lamps, and the relative cost of gas and electricity, explains 
terms used in measuring electric energy, and briefly notices some 
applications of electricity as a motor force. It is professedly written, 
for the benefit of those who are prejudiced against electric light from 
ignorance of the conditions of its use. 

Dr. Avtfling's Chemistry comprises so much of the science as is re- 
qnired for the matriculation examiuation of tlic University of London.^ 
There are preliminary chapters, termed the meaning of chemistry, heat in 
relation to chemistry, gases, chemical compounds, and valency. The 
remainder of the book treats of oxygen, the atmosphere, hydrogen, water,, 
ciurbon, a few carbon compounds, nitrogen, its oxides and acids, fluorine, 
chlorine, bromine, iodine, sulphur and its compounds, phosphorus, silicon,, 
and boron. The subject is, for the most part, very clearly arranged and 
stated. Every section comprises exorcises, some of which ore fully worked 
out, and at the end answers to the exercises are given. Examination 
questions follow, and comprise papers from tho London TTniversity 

* “ A Bls^ Allibaiiaetic and Slcmcntary Moosutation, for the Senior Ofaunes of 
Schools and Candidbtes preparing for Pnbbc Examinations." By p. Qoyett, Inspector 
of Sohodlsi New SSealand. London: Macmillan & Co. 1888. 

* “fficotricity wrm Gas.” By Jphn Stent. London: Swan Sonnensolieitn,Lcwrey 

Co. 188 ^. . 

* '^Mwhimk's sad Experimental SoiencejM reqnired for the MatricalaUonltttmi- 

aaGatr 01 'the tTntvian)^ of London.’* B; jBSdward Avellng, D. 80 . CimBiistryk ^ith 
muuoziens woodouits. London: Ohapmsn & Hall. 1888. ' 
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Calendar,' Cambridge examinations for wQmeii;i and Arom tbe King’s 
College Calendar. There is a full index. appears to bo well 

suited for tbe students Ibr whom it is intended 

Professor Wagntt, of Darmstadt, has exppimented on the influence of 
nitrogenous manure on the produce of the 8oih‘ He states that to grow 
normal crops—peas, Totohes, lupins, clover, lucerne—^require two or three 
times more nitrogen than oats, barley, rye, wheat, turnips, potatoes, 
maize, rape; bnt that the extra crops they yield when manured with 
nitrogenous salts are hardly worth mentioning. On the other hand, the 
produce of barley, rye, oats, wheat, buckwheat, carrots, potatoes, turnips, 
flax, rape, grass, and spurry is exactly proportional to the increase of the 
manure. If the yield of barley without manure is taken at 100, with 
18 lbs. of nitrogen to the acre it is 167; with 31^ lbs. of nitrogen to the 
acre it is 220; and with 45 lbs. of nitrogen to the acre, 272. But 
although there is a slight increase in the yield of leguminous plants 
with manure, it is so small as to be hardly worth mentioning, the reason 
being that peas, vetches and clover, lucerne, &c., obtain their nitrogen 
from the air; while the cereals, root crops, tobacco, flax, &c., obtain their 
nitrogen from the soil. But if peas or vetches bo grown in sand, then 
a little nitrate of soda will start them as strong plants, till they are able 
to take nitrogen in the normal way. The author calculates the effect 
produced by nitrate of soda as a manure on the basis of the weight of 
nitrogen contained in the plants grown; and since 68 lbs of nitrogen are 
contained in 2400 lbs. of oats and 4000 lbs. of oat straw', it follows that 
manuring with 100 lbs. of nitrate of soda would increase the crops by 
365 lbs. of oats and 685 lbs. of straw. Tables are given showing the 
increase of different crops with this manure, and from the value of the 
produce the result appears to be most satisfactory with poppy seed, beet¬ 
root, corn, and cattle turnips; but the author observes that just as we 
cannot make any gunpowder with 1 lb. of sulphur vrithout 1 lb. of char¬ 
coal and 6 lbs. of nitre, so unless the constituents of plant food are mixed 
in the right proportions, we shall not obtain the maximum yield from tbe 
soil. And that, while a crop of oats of 11,500 lbs. can be obtamed from 
80 lbs. of nitrogen, 100 lbs. of potash, and 50 lbs. of phosphoric acid, so 
it follows that the crop will only bo half this quantity if only 50 lbs. of 
potash or 25 lbs. of phosphoric acid are present in tbe soil. The phos¬ 
phoric acid appears to bo indispensable when the plant is young, and 
without it the nitrate of soda exercises no effect. The author tested the 
effects of manures by simultaneously growing a number of plants in pots, 
and these specimens, lettered to indicate tbe different manures used, are 
photographed, so as to be shown in comparison with each other. It is 
considered desirable to put an excess of phosphoric acid and potash into 
the ground, but to use no more uitrogen than the plants require. This 
interesting investigation proceeds to give the quantities of manures pec 
sore which should bo used for tbe different kinds of crops, discusses the 
causes of failure in manuring with nitrate of soda, and examines the ques¬ 
tion of whether the use of uitrogen leads to exhaustion of |ke soil. Con¬ 
sideration is also given to tbe means by which the fs^nefbest avul 
bimselfof the store of nitrogen in the air, with the cdliflttliiat’thepkiatB 

* ** The &ioiease in the Produce of the Boil through the rational use < 

ICanure." 3y Professor Paul Wagner, PI 1 .D., Direotoi of the Agrioultural itesf 
Btatlon, Damsbadt. Translated by Q^tge Q. Henderson, H.A., B.So. Wltii Photo- 
^phs of wnigns Bxperiments in the Cultivation of Plante. London: Whittaker ft 
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need a ^ufEcieut BUjiply of water and siiificient phosphoric acid, potash, and 
lime. Tho small si/x‘ of this pamphlet should bring its scicntitlu matter 
under the consideration of rarnicrs. 

We bave Jeceivt’d the first two numbers of the “ Annals of Botany,”'’ 
printed and published by the Delegates of the Oxford'University Press, 
and intended to adequately illnstr.de original niomoira. The parts vary 
in size and price, and aro issued at irregular intervals, Tho mutter 
coi.sists of nioinoirs, short uolos, jiotices of boohs, lists of pumphiots 
roerned, and a record of current literaluro. The work is well printed 
and illustrated; but although there can be no doubt of the ability of 
the Clarendon Press to continue pucIi a pnblieiil ion, we doubt whother 
it wouUl not have been prelerahle in the interests of science to have 
issued the work as part of the Tiaii'.aeliona of some existing scientific 
society. It is apparently an altunplto parallel Ww Qanrln'ly Journal 
of ^Microscopical Science, but we mi* no ri'uson why the short notes 
should not have appeared in tho ‘‘Annals of Natural History,” and 
the longer memoirs have been puhli''l<ed by the Linneau vSociet}. 
Anything which ai.gmeutH the iisetulncss of iinstitutioiis alrtndy in 
existence seems preferable to the is'jiie of competing publications. 
The memoirs here brouglit together are on tlio I'ruits and seeds of 
species of IBhautnus, winch yiild llie yellow ilyi* Known as rliamuin; 
on the inneilage-seereling cells of lihehimm ainl Osmuiula ; on tho 
lactiferous tissue in the pith of iilanihot ; oil thicKeiiiugs of the root 
of Oycas. And, in tho second numher, there are piper-, on snaKe-bito 
antidotes; the absorption of water and its inthience on the cell-wall in 
mosses; on the mode of eliinbing in the genus Caluniis; oil the life- 
history of lycopods ; and the sieve tuhis in Laminaruv. 

Had the books fonmiig “The Young ('olhetor .Series”' been planned 
or directed by a eompotent editor, greater exeellenec and usefuliiejss, as 
well as uniforinit}, might have characlt ri/a-d tlii« voUimes. “ lirilisli 
Pejitiles and Datrachians,” In JMn-s liojiley, onli extends to ninety-four 
pagi's, but tho introduction ends on page lo. It is in no sense an intro¬ 
duction to the subject of the hooK, but gixes a short account of tho 
classifications of animnls other than verichrate. which have been used by 
Aristotle, Cuvier, and a few lakr wliters Thi' eliaptcr on iioptiles in 
general makes no distinction between reptilis and am[(iiibiaiis, and only 
givis a few' meagre general statenu nts, w hicli are not true for all the 
orders. A chapter is given to the Ophidia, and otiars to the viper, ring 
snake, smooth uiuiko, and then forty piges in the middle of the liook are 
devoted to amphibians. Tho concluding clnqitcrs treat of the Kaurmns. 
The merit of tho volume is m directing attLiition to Urilish snakes, 
lizards, frogs, toads, and newts, and in tiu* narration of facts Wr'hich tho 
writer has observed while keeping the animals in conliiiement. There is 
much to be learned by systematic observation of the habits, instincts, and 
conditions of life, growth, and development of the aniiiiiKs which are here 
written about, but wo could wish the young collector a more systematic 
introduction to his studies. 

Tho french Government has for some years been publishing the 

• “ Annals of Botany,” Vol. I. No. 1 and No. 2. Edited by Jsiuic Baylcy Balfour, 
M A., M.D„ F.R S.; Sidney Howard Vines, D Sc., IT.R.S.; ami Williiun Gilson Farlow, 
M.D. Oxford: At the Cuvrendon Press 1887. 

7 ’fhe Young Collector Seiios British Reptiles and Batnocliians.” By Catherine 
C. Hopley. London: Swan Sonncnschcin, Lowrey & Co. 1888. 
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results of the scientific exploration of Tunis.** Each group of animals or 
plants is described in a separately paged memoir. Wo have received a 
study of the spiders by M. Simon, which gives an account of 2r;0 Hpccics 
collected, of which 208 are already known from Algeria; fiftut'n found 
ill Egypt and the Eastern Mediterranean regidn; seven characteri.stic of 
Europe; sixteen only known in Tunis, to W'hich twelve undescribed 
species are added.- Lists are given of localities, and tho species are 
systcinatically catalogued, and, where necessary, described. Tho same 
author gives an account of tho Icrreslrial and fluviatilo Crustacea, among 
which are sever.al new species. The beetles are catalogued by M. Lefevre, 
and offer no novelties, hi. Put on similarly enumerates the Hemiptera, 
and describes the new forms. An elaborate description of tho terrestrial 
and Iluviatile shells is given by Letoiiriieux and Hourguignat, who 
enumerate 478 species, more or less known previously, and describe 250 
new forms, of which l7li are referred to the genus Jleli’c. Tho terrestrial 
mammals aro catalogued by I'ernand Lata.st*', who gives parlieuhira of 
the huo of route of 1 ho expedition before describing the various .animals 
which were met with. 31. E. Cosson, Pn'sident of tho ^lission, re¬ 
publishes, from the “ Jiullelin de la Society Eotanique de Kranco,” a note 
ou the flora of tho central Kroumir district; first detailing the plants 
met with day by day, and then giving a systeinatie list of the species, 
with their localities, and mdieati<msof those which are met with in Tunis 
for the first time. This memoir is supplemented by the report by 31. 
liotoarncux on tho botanical mission in the north, south, and west of 
Tunis, ill which the several districts are described systematically; and 
the vegetation is found to enforce the conclusion that th<‘ ^IcditiTrancan 
formerly constituti'd two basins, owing to tho union of 8icily with the 
African continent in Iho region of Cape Eon. These piiblicatioiis make 
siu interesting coiitrihutioii to tho natural history of Tunis, but are such 
as ill this country would be published by a .scientifie society, since they 
appeal almost tweliisively to the scientific naturalist. 

.Tho 3Iett'orological Department of llio (irovcrnmeiit of India has 
commenced tho issue of a new serios of memoirs on Cyclones,®'with the 
object of placing in tho hands of sailors and others particulars of the 
storms within a few months of their occurrence. Tlio first part describes 
the Bay of Bengal cjdoiic, which occurred between tho 20th and 28th 
of 3lay 18S7. It is preceded by a few particulars concerning the con¬ 
ditions of the storms, from which it appears that during each south-west 
monsoon season, between tlic 15th of June .and 15th of September, from 
six to twelve* storms may bo expected in the north of the Bay, which will 
retain sullicient intensity to last for twenty-four hours after reaching 
land. There is then squally weather at the head of the Bay, iiiid strong 
westerly or south-westerly gales in the south-east and south of the 

® “E\i)l<»?ivtion Scionlifique de la Tuiiisic.’’ fttude varies Araclinidcs, par Engine 
Simon; Etude Siir Ics Crnstacfis, par Eiigeno Simon; de*. OoWopteres, par M. 
Ed. Li'lftvro; ^Inum^ralion dos lldmiptoros suivie dc la di scriplioii dcs cspfices 
nouvclli'\ [lar M. A. Pnton; Prodrome ilc la llnlacologie terrestre ct Iluviatile, jiar 
M51. A. Ijctoumciix ct J. 11. Bouri'uignal : Catalogue Critique dos Maramiferes 
Apflagiques Sanvages do la Tunisie, par Koraaml Latasti*; Note sur la lloro 
dc la Kroiimirio Centralc, explome on 1883 ;xir la Mission* Botaniquo, sous les 
auspices <lu Mhiist^re de I'lDstnictiou I’ublique, par E. Cosson; llappurt sur nne 
jaission Botaniquo, exeout^c on 1884, dans lo nord, lo sud, ct Vouest do la Timisie, par 
A. Lctoumoux. P.aris: Iniprimoric Nationalc. 1885-1887. 

» “ Cyclone Memoirs.” Part I. Bay of Bengal Cyclone of May 20-28, 1887. Pub 
lished by tho Meteorological Department of the Qovernmout of India. Calcutta: 
Printed by the Superintendent of Goveinmeut Printing, India. 1888. 
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storm area, "While the average force of the monsoon wind is expressed 
by the numbers 3 to 5, tho force of these winds at sea is frequently 
expressed by tho numbers 8 to 10 or 11. The barometer rarely foils 
more than of an inch in the storm area, and Iheyo is rarely, if over, 
a central calm in the storm. Moreover, storms of this character are not 
accompanied by groat storm waves; for as tho pressure of tho atinosphcro 
is but slightly reduced, the sca-level rises but little iu the centre of the 
cyclone. The more violent ami dangerous cyclones aro developed in the 
transition periods between the monsoons, which extend from the beginning 
of May to the middle of June, and from the miildle of September to the 
beginning of December. In sucli cyclones tliero is an outer storm area, 
where tho weather resembles that iu thi* smaller storms which occur 
during tho rains. In the ijiuer storm area the haromoter foils rapidly, 
and this inner area is sharply dclim'd from the outer area and from the 
central calm. The raiiifoU in it is (‘Kcoasue, the sea is tremendous, and 
the winds are of hurricane force. l[enc(* it bceoincs important for the 
sailor who enter.-’ the outer storm to avoid passing into the inner storm, 
and the object of these memoirs is primaril}' to make the nature of tho 
different storms geijtu’ally known, so that tho navigator may hiivo tho 
beuedt of previous evperieneo and scientific geaerali/.ations. The storm 
W’hich is liore doMCrihed is an (‘xamplu of the more dangerous cyclones. 
Its history is traci'd d.iy by day. The comparatively brief story of tho 
storm is full of interest, .and embraces the expi'riimco of many ship.s, and 
particular-^ of the elfiet of the storm ^\ave in the destruction of life and 
property on land. Six plates sliow the pressure and direction of the 
W'iud from day to day. 

Mr. John Eliot eontribul(‘s to the “ Indian "Meteoroloirical Momoirs”*'* 
an enumeration and brief description in tabular form of tlu* south-west 
monsoon storm.*! of thi* Hay of liengal between lli<' years 18S2 and 188(J. 
They arc fift)-f.)ur in number, and aro illmstratod by charts wliich give, 
the courses of the .storms from day to day, showing their extension over 
the sea and their prolongation over tho land. l'’rom tiiese charts wo 
observe'that the majority of tho storms in July pass in a noith-west 
direction south of tho (langes, .‘’ometimes almo.st crossing India, and that 
they have not the tendeiiey to curve northward which is seen in most of 
the storms wln'ch occur during June, and that tlieir position i.s south of 
the courses of tlie cv clones of thatmontli and August, .\nothcr striking 
feature shown in the charts Is tho cliangt'd direction of the cyclones 
during October, jS'ovember, and December. In October and November 
many storms eAtoiid n()rt-h-ea.st, more or less parallel to tho coast of 
India towards tho head of the Bay striking Aracan ; and at the same 
time another set of storms crosses the Carnatii* and Mysore. Mr. Eliot 
ha’ also written a detailed history of the c\cl<me.s of November and 
December l.SSG in the Bay of Bmigal. As the hoiilh-west monsoon 
retired fiom tho north of Jndia iu October ISSG, three cyclones wore 
developed in tho neighbourhood of the Andaman Jsl.iuds at intervals of 
about a fortnight, and two of them reached the coast in tho ncighbour- 

“Imlian McteorologicHl.Mdjioirs: beingOccM-ion.il [lisi-ussionsinidOomijilations 
of Aleteorological Dilt-i n lahng to India and llio igh'ioiiring Countries." I’lib- 
lishcd liy ()i(l(-r of Ids Exccllciify the Viceroy and Uoveiiior-General of India in 
Council, mull r the Diroi-lion of [ferny F. Ulunford, F.lt S. Vol. IV.—Fart vi. 
fii-t and Urit-f Account of the Hoidh'We.st Alonsoon Storms gencrfiteil in tho Day of 
Heagal during tho years las2 to IbSfj. IV.—vii.--'J’hc (',\cbinio Stoiins of No\cinber 
and Dec<-mlier 1880, in the Hay of Bengal. Calcutta: Suporintoudent of Govern¬ 
ment rrinting, India. 1887. 
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hood of Madras. Tho first crossed tho peninsula into the Arabian Sea. 
Detailed charts showing tho barometric pressure from day to day illus¬ 
trate the memoir. 

Mr. W. L. Dallas discusses the ■winds of tho Arabian Sea and North 
Indian Ocean in an essay which is uniform with the “Indian Meteoro¬ 
logical Memoirs/* but is issued on the author’s responsibility, Tim 
author states that when the countries of Southern Asia have a relatively 
short day, tho air of tho cooler part of the continent moves at first in a 
jiortli, and then in a north-j-ast direction for .several months ; but when 
the sun passes northward and tho continent becomes hotter, an area of 
maximum temperature is established over Nortlieru 1 udia and adjacent 
countries to which tlic air over tlie Indian region moves. Tho south-east 
trade winds are at the same time moving north\\‘ird. They pass tho 
equator in the month of June, and suddenly tho circulation of the southern 
heiuisphert' joins tliat of the nortliern hemisphere, producing tho mousoon. 
Then the rain brought by the wind causes a fall in temperature, tlioiigh 
tho heat liberated by tlie coiide?isation prolongs tlie iiidrauglit current, 
so that the fierce of the monsoon deelims in August, and more markedly 
in September. Tho subject is considered uudor the lieads—.‘itmosplnwie 
pressure, winds and their force, monsoons and slornm. Tho pressure 
exhibits its e\treme3 in January and July. When it is high over JJelu- 
cbistaii and Afglnini.>staii, it is low o\er the equatorial regions. 15ut with 
February the pressure begins to be less over the l.and, and eommeneeH its 
progress southward across the ocean. Similarly, in July, the lowest pres¬ 
sure is over the laud north of the Arabian Sea, and the re.idings of the 
barometer increase to tho equator. Tho diseushion of the winds sliows 
one complete annual oscillation in the Indian region, Nor five inoutlis 
from the end of the spring it is soutli-wesl to south, and for five mouths 
from the end of the autumn it is nortli-east to eii'.t. Tho north-east 
monsoon extends considerably beyond the Iheori'tical limit of tlie north- 
cast trade winds. The memoir is illustrated hy ten pl.ites and numerous 
tables, wbieli give tin* results of a ninltitiide of obser\ations. There is 
some novelty in tlu> views put forw.inl by tin' author, and they appear to 
be based on a wider eon.sideration of facts than has previously been 
available. ILow far they may be harmoni/cd with tho conelusious of 
the “ Indian Mcteoridogic.il JNIomoirs ” it may be premature to consider, 
but they arc slated boldly and deserve consideration. 


POLITICS, SOCIOLOGY, VOYAGES .VND 

TIIAVELS. 

The object of tho latest product ^ of At, do Molinari’s able and prolific 
pea is to demonstrate, in Ibo first placi', that the principle of the moral 
law is to be found in the permanent and general interest of the human 

“ “ Memoir on the WirwiK .and Mou'.oons of tlie Araluan St a and Noilh Indian 
Ocean.” Hy W. L. Dallas, iorincil\ of the Meteorological (Hlieo, l^ondon. Caloatla: 
Printed by the Suporintendont of iioveinnient I’liutiug, India. 188?. 

^ “ }Ai Morale Econoniiqne.” Par (j. dc Molinari. P.-iris.; Lihrairie Guillanmin ct 
Cio. 1888. 
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species; in the second pLico, that this Itiw undergoes modifications 
according to the conditions of existence of societies ; and, finally, that 
the crisis from whicli tlio civilized world suffers at present arises from tlm 
fact that the moral law is not yet adapted, in its diverse applications, to 
the new state whicli the progress of industry is in process of creating, by 
unifying and “ solidarizing ” the interests of the human family. Each 
society is under the necessity of iinposiug on its raembera Ihe rules best 
fitted to 8er\e its own general and permanent interests. The relations 
of one society with other societies are governed by the law' of competition. 
The stronger and more capable arc constantly eliminating tlio feebler and 
less capable, and this elimination is conformable to the general and 
permanent iutofcst of the species. From which w'e may conclude that 
each society, in establishing the rule beat fitted to preserve and develop 
itself, acts not only in its own inlere.st, hut also in that of the whole 
species. This rule of human acliiity is the morilliw. But the moral 
law is not fixed and iMimutihle in its applications, ft is aubordiiinto to 
the economic eoudilioiis of the (.violence of aocutus, and these conditions 
change with the prognss of hiimm induslrv. In eonsi ({uciice of this 
change, conduct, which was foriiierl} useful to society and the species 
(consequentlv moral), may hecoine harmful (coiisccpiently immoral). 
Thus, for example, amongst priiuitive mauUiud, wliat we now should call 
robbery and murder, wire moral, because lucessarj to the evistenco of 
those wlio could best carry on the struggh* for cvihtenco against other 
animals. Hut ns soon as men were organized into hocieties, this inelbud 
of getting rid of the unfit members of a society was found to ho hurtful 
to that society, and so it heeame inuuural. But it still eonlinued to be 
beneficial to t ho human species that societies slioiild struggle one against 
another, so that the weakest societies migliL tIuTcbv be iliminated. 
Consequently war between bociclics w’as moral. .\t the present time, 
how ever, societies have reached a stage in wiiidi commerce has created 
80 niaiij’ common inierosts, that one bociety cannot sulh r without causing 
eufiering to all others. zMl civilized societies now form, in fact, 0110 
economic state, in which the elimination oi thciccble and unfit, beneficial 
to the species, is aceomplibhcd, not by war, but h\ iiulubtrial competition, 
and war has become hurtful to the species, consequently immoral. This 
is a general outline of the theory of bocuty which Al. dc Moliimri 
develops in great detail in the seven “Books” vvhich constitute liis 
“ Aforalc Econoinique.’’ .f\n analysis of the contents of lacli book would 
lake us too long; we must be content with recording tlieir titles, which 
are as follow s:—I. La "Morale dans ses llapports av( c rEcoiiomie Politique ; 
II. La Matiere do la Morale—Lc Droit; IfJ. Li Matiero dc la IVIoralo— 
Le Devoir ; J V. J/Applicatiou do la Mor.ilc; V^. La (Icnese de la Morale ; 
VI. La (Jrise .\ctuelle; VII. L’ordre J'fouvcau. The “New'Order” is 
the economic statf—a kind of informal industrial confederation of all the 
civilized statoh of the world, arising out of the coainopolitau character of 
modern industry, and the “ actual crisis ” arises’ from the incomplete 
adaptation of the moral law to this new order. This important work 
exhibits all the author’s well-known qualities of style and great range of 
thought and reading. 

The most complete, and, on the whole, most important history of the 
politt(^ side of English national finance during the present centufy is 
undoubtedly Mr. Sydney Bu?ton’s " Finance and Politics,”* an exhaus> 

"PluBiijeand PoUtics: an Historic Study— 1788-1886.” By Sydney Buxton, 
Tvm Tols. London: John Mnrtay. 1888. 



Contemporary Literature, 237 

tivo “ study ” in two large vola. Few, if any, readers will go through 
it systematically from cover to cover; but, as a book of referonoo, it will 
be an immense boon to all who have occasion to look into the subject 
with which it deals. It is accurate, painstaking, and judicious, aiid as 
free from party bias as any history dealing with events that have not yet 
worked out their full eflects, and principles still hotly disputed, can bo 
reasonably expected to be. It is a good deal more than a dry record of 
financial measures, and ati epitome of discussions thereon. It is really, in 
eifcct, a Tttswnie of the national advance in almost every department of 
material progress during the ccnlury. Indeed, it is moro'tlmn even that. 
It contains a good deal that might well be omitted as being irrelevant, 
or at least too remotely relevant. For instance, the American Civil War 
is dragged in in a way for which wo see no adequate reason. No doubt 
this, like all great political or social uplnmvals, at homo or abroad, dis¬ 
turbed our trade and commerce and finance; it did so to an exceptional 
degree. But the historian of English finance miglit well content himself 
with noting the disturbance, pointing to the cause, and showing how the 
cause operated, w ithout wandering off into a history of the cause and of 
the causes ot the cause. We take no objection to the voluminous foot¬ 
notes which Mr. Euxtoii apologizes for. They are generally illustrative 
of the text, and interi'sting in themselves, and if any one objects to them 
be can, as the author very faiily sa^s, skip them. One great lesson that 
is impressed on us by a perusal of ^Ir. Buxton’s work is tli it the infiucnce 
of general political and social events on the finauei.^1 prosperity of a 
country is very close indeed. No one, of course, doubts this wdio gives a 
moment’s thought to it; Imt it is often overlooked. Another general 
lesson well illustrated by 3lr, Buxton is the eonverse of this—namely, 
that sound financial methods have a groat deal to say to the prosperity 
of the nation and the happiness of private individuals. We congratulate 
Mr. Buxton on the completion of w hat must have been an arduous task, 
involving immonsu hibour and depending so largely for its success on 
sound judgment. 

Mr. W. L. Jordan’s “ Standard of Value has reached a fifth edition. 
Four long “ prefaces ”—one for each edition except the fourth—are in¬ 
cluded in the present issue. They are really long discussions on the 
objections and arguments of opponents of bimetalism. The six original 
papers are thus supplemented by an almost equal mass of matter, of at 
least equal value as a contribution to the controversy. 

The charm of his pure, strong, literary style, as well as the earnestnesa 
of his convictions, make Mr. William Morris attractive, even wdiile we are 
fully conscious that ho is carried away by the \oliemence of l.is passion¬ 
ate hatred of tho existing social and industrial rigime. This is particu¬ 
larly true of “ Signs of Change,” ^ a woU-got-up little volume of seven 
pieces, “ all of them simply Socialist lectures written for vim voce de¬ 
livery,” and intended to put before the reader some sides of Socialism 
“ from the point of view of a man W'ho is neither a professional political 
economist nor a professional politician.” ICow Mr. Morris—admired 
poet, artist, and prosperous capitalist manufacturer—came to bo the un¬ 
compromising foo ho is of tho art, tho capitalism,the whole Social system, 
which, to all appearance, formed for him a most comfortable euviron- 

“ The S^'mdatd of Value.” By William Leighton Jordan. Fifth Edition. London* 
Longmans, Green & Co. 1888. 

* “Signs, of Change: Rfer Lectures delivered on Various Occasions.” By William 
Morris, Author of “ The Earthly Paradise.” London: Reeves & Timer. i8K8. 
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ment, is a queslioa of eonsidorablo psychological interest. Mr. Morris 
gives US a brief account of bis revolt. In the profaco of jbhe little volume 
under notice he tells us that his ordinary work forced on his attention 
the contrast between times past a!id the present day, making him look 
with grief and pxin on things which many men notice but little, if at all. 
Tho repulsion to pessimism, which is, he thinks, natur.il to a man busily 
engaged in the arts, compelled him once to hope that the ugly disgraces 
of civilization miglit bo got rid of by the conscious will of intelligent 
persons; yet, as he strove to stir up people to this reform, ho found that 
the causes of the vulgarities of civilizatiou lay deeper than he had thought, 
and little by little he was driven to the conclusion that all these ugli¬ 
nesses are bat the outward cxprcsciou of tho innate moral baseness into 
which we are forced by our present form of society, and that it is futilo 
to attempt to deal with them from tlie outside. Whatever he has written, 
or spoken on the platform, on lliese social nibjects, is the result of the 
truths of Socialism meeting liis earlier impulse, and giving it a definite 
and much more serious aim. Xo one who reads “ Signs of Change ” will 
doubt the seriousness of its author, nor the definiteness of his aim. so far 
as definiteness is at all attainable in a scheme of social revolution so vast,> 
so all pervading; so opposed to the interests—or shall we call them pre¬ 
judices?—of the most pow erf III section of society. At all events, Mr. 
Morris makes it perfectly clear that he will bo satisfied with nothing less 
tlian a complete change in tho form of society. No tinkering of the 
present form with laiul-nationalization, cumulative income-tax, new' fac¬ 
tory law's, and such hko will serve. They are at best hopeful signs; but 

those who think tiiai they can deal with our present system in this 
piecemeal way very much underrate the strength of the tromoudous 
organization under which we live.” lie warns the semi-Socialist Demo¬ 
crats that they will be made tho cat’s-paw of some of tho wilier of the 
Whigs. Several of their measures, such as allotment scliemes, schemes 
tending to peasant-proprietorship, co-operation, and tho like, in spite of 
their benevohmt appearance, arc, after all, really “ weapons in the hands 
of reactionaries having for their real object tho creation of a new middle- 
class made out of tho working-class and at their expense; the raising, in 
short, of a new army against the attack of the disinherited.” Jle specially 
objects to peasant-proprietorship, and it is iuslruetivc to note on w hat 
grounds. It is, in his view, “ a mere piece of reaction, flying right in tho 
face of the commercial development of the day, which tends ever moro 
and more towards the aggregation of capital, thereby smoothing tho way 
for the organized possession of the means of production by the workers 
when the true revolution shall come.” These few quotations serve to 
illustrate Mr. Morris’s attitude towards parliamentary reforms of even tho 
most advanced liadical character. Indeed, in the preface to Mr. Fair- 
man's “ Principles of Socialism mado Plain,” Mr. Morris is still more 
explicit. After giving reasons for his profound distrust of Parliament, 
ho states that his own hope “ lies in converting tho associated workmen 
to Socialism, and in their organizing a great inclusive body, which would 
fuel itself consciously at strife with the proprietary class, and its organ 
—Parliament." 

Turning away from the methods by which ho contemplates tho 
atuumnent of the Socialist revolution, we must admit that Mr. Morris 
is a propagandist of formidable influence. No one knows better than bo 
kow-to rouse the noblest sympathies of humanity, the highest aspirations 
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of art and morality, and yoke them to the chariot of Socialism. He 
makes no attempt to deal with the objections of opponents. He* brushes 
them aside with the scornful impatience of the preacher of a now gospel. 
Jlis lofty tone appeals more to our imagination and our sympathies than 
to our understandings. For a simple statement and explanation of Socialist 
doctrines, and a reply to the most obvious objections, tbo reader can 
hardly find a handier little book than the one referred to above.® 

“Chants of Labour”® is another evidence of the activity of the 
Socialist propaganda. It is a collection of songs (with music) “for the 
use of the people, and mainly the product of the people,” though we also 
find in the list of authors the names of Burns, Sliulley, Kingsley, Walt 
Whitman, and Mr. William Morris himself. 

Mr. Dawson’s “ German Socialism ” ^ will be found a fairly satisfactory 
performance of tho promise of its title-page. The author traces with 
considerable miouteiicss tl>e Socialist movement iu Germany from tho 
beginning of the century to the present time. L.issalle. liii life and work, 
are very fully treated. Z'iext to him, Bodbertus and Alarv receive the 
largest share of the author’s attention. Tim work is historical rather 
than critical. For some reason or other it fails to intt'ri'st the reader. 
And surely Mr. Dawson is in error in ascribing Socialism to political 
rather than economic causes. Tlie whole aim of Socialism is to change 
economic conditions. Tliis, of course, cannot be accomplish(‘d without 
setting political forces iu action, cither those of the enemies of economic 
change or tlioso of its friends, lint for political movenionth, apart from 
their bearing upon economic questions. Socialism cares nothing. 

Tho author of “Tho Kew Social Order”*’ says little about Socialism, 
yet we can liardly be wrong in classing him amongst i’linstiau Socialists, 
if we take the general spirit of his book as our text, lie undertakes to 
present “ a brief and popular account of some of tho changes w’rought in 
personal character and iu social life by the spirit of Je.sus Christ.” Mr. 
Fordyco stands on firm ground when ho poliit.s to tho iutluenco of Chris¬ 
tian ethics ou personal character through its cMiUation of tho milder 
virtues—love, temperance, jiaticnco, purity, «!lc.—compared with the 
heroic virtues of antiquity—courage and patriotism, for instance. Here 
ho works ou solid historical foundations, and the result is a series of 
interesting and instructive pictures of ancient ideals and practices which 
the Christian, spirit came into conflict with, and eventually discredited, if 
it did not utterly overthrow ihem. But when ho attempts to deal with 
societies he is not so happy, and his apologies for tho little success of 
Christianity in that direction show that he is conscious of In's failure. 
No analysis of the causes of the improvement, ^such as it is, in raodcrii 
social and international life can be satisfactory which wholly ignores the 
effect of the flood of light and truth that modern research has let in from 
every side ou almost every subject iu which men aro interested. For 

• “ The Principles of Sociali's.m made Plain; and Objections, Methods, and Qnack 
Bomcdics Conjiidered.” By Frank Fairman. With Preface by William Morris. 
London: W. Beeves. 18fi8. 

“Chants of Labour: a Bong-Book oi the People. With Music.” Edited by 
Edward Carpenter. With two Designs by Walter Crane. Loudon; Bwan Boimen- 
schein, Lowrey & Co. 1888. 

^ “ German Socialism and Ferdinand Lassallo: a Biographical History of German 
Booiolistio Movements daring this Centur}.” By William Harbatt Dawson. London: 
,^wan Sonnenscheia, Lowrqy & Co. 1888. 

• “ Tbo New Social Order.” By John Fordyoe, M.A. London: Kegan Paul, Trench 
& Co. 1888. 
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eighteen centuries the spirit of Christianity has straggled to win tijo 
individual. It has done great things in this straggle. ..But in the larger 
field of social relations it has interfered bat little, and with marvelloiie.ly 
small effect. Indeed, it is only in the present century that it can point 
to any triumphs ; and it is significant thht it begins to win victories only 
when knowledge tlirows its boains across the field of battle. Granting 
that Christina ethics are a perfect guide sis far as individual conduct only 
is concerned, JMr, Fordyce bus yet to show that they aro sufilcient for the 
guidance of societies as well .as individuals. 

“ Arabia Beserta,”® one can see at a glance, almost, is an important 
work, perhaps a very important. Its author, Mr. Charles M. Doughty, 
is rarely skilled in learning of a rare sort—Arabia and Arabians, ancient 
and modem. He has lived inucli among the wild tribes of the de.sert, 
studied their language, literature, customs, beliefs, has visited and care¬ 
fully explored almost every spot of the desert that possesses histone 
interest, and pondered wearily over the problems that such a life and 
such scenes must suggest. Tlie narrative of his intercourse with the 
wild dwellers in these seldom-visited regions is so minute, Mr. Doughty’s 
mind is so thoroughly saturated with Arab thouglit and speech and 
habit, that we may sately say no Euglishmun has given us such an insight 
into these as Mr. Doughty has done. But for some reason, which wo 
cannot expl lin, he writes in a style and tongue peculiar to himself—a 
picturesque quasi-scriptural style—which has its charm indeed when one 
is accustomed to it, but wdiicli, coupled with a very free iisc of Arabic 
words, somewhat enhances the general reader’s dilliculty in following the 
curious narrative of exploration and adventure which fills these two largo 
volumes. Indeed, were it not for the excellent index and glossary of 
Arabic words, the text would often be quite unintelligible. Truly, as its 
author warns us, “ The book is not milk for babies: it might be likened 
to a mirror, wherein is set Ibrth faithfully some parcel of the soil of 
Arabia, smelling of samn and camels.” Mr. Doughty’s task was partly 
geological, partly archasological. The precise value of the results obtained 
in these fields cannot he w ell judged from the present volumes, although thu 
author has prepared a sketch map itinerarium of part of JNortli-Western 
Arabia, coloured so as to show' tho geological constitution of the 
peninsula, and has also appended a short notice on the subject. The first 
volume is “ adorned by 31. Ken ill’s translation of tho (Aramaic) epitaphs 
of Medain Ssdeh or el-Hejr,” and at tho end of tho same volume will be 
found the Marquis de Vogue’s “ precious note of tho hewn architecture 
of those monuments.” 

Mr. Banbury's Sierra Leone*® is a very readable \jook, descriptive of 
“ an Englishman’s life in the most interesting and dteadly colony ” of 
that name. The origin of the settlement and its cafly history aro 
certainly interesting as philanthropic experiments. OAierwiso there is 
little to attract us in either the land or the people. It was founded just 
a century ago by tho “ Committee tor the Belief of the Black Boor,” 
tonned to look after the slaves in England who suddenly found them¬ 
selves free men, in consequence of Lord Mansfield's famous deeisiuu in 
1772—free, but without a shred of property, unsuited to the conditions 
of,life in this country, and unable to return to tho colonies whence they 

* ‘I Travels in Ambla Dehcrta.” By diaries H. Doughty. Two vols. Cambridge: 
A* ifio University Press. 

** “ fiferr* Imme; or, Hie White Man’s Grave.” By G. A, Lethbridge Baobury 
rtwen SSonnonschein, Lowrej & Co. 1888. 
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came, slavery being still legal there. By way of escaping from this 
dilemma, several hundreds were sent out to form a colony for themselves 
at Sierra Leone. Many of them died of fover within a few months, but 
the settlement, though never really prosperous, managed to live on, and, 
as an asylum for the unfortunates rescued in more recent times from 
Arab skvors, it has played a part in a w'ork of pure humanity such as 
few colonies can boost. We had hoped that Mr. Banbury would be able 
to tell us that science and experience had at last found the talisman 
which would enable white men to laugh at African malaria. Unfortu¬ 
nately there is no such thing known. The dangers can be mitigated, 
but no one, old or young, strong or weak, can foel himself secure for 
twenty-four hours. Nor is fever the only curse of Sierra Leone. Alli¬ 
gators are bad, but the “jigger” is w'orse. It is a little insect which 
burrow's unseen under the toe or finger nails, builds itself a nest the size 
of a pea, and fills it with 10,000 eggs, which, if allowed to hatch out, 
disperse themselves through the body and may cause death. The only 
safety is in cutting out the nest as soon as its presence is detected, as, 
fortunately, it generally is before tlio eggs are hatched. Ifor all these 
afflictions there are, however, compensations, and a man can bo happy 
even in Sierra Leone. 

The new and cheaper edition of Mr. Ayrton’s “ Child-Life in Japan”** 
deserves a welcome. There is no better way of understanding the 
domestic life of a civilized people than to study their child-life. Nothing 
can help us to know them as men more than observing them as children. 
The relations of parents to their children display most elFcctivcly the 
warmth and depth of the aficctions. The more we observe the Japanese 
in these aspects the more we admire them, and envy their children— 
brow'n half-naked urchins, scrambling about so happily, with nothing to 
be miserable about, “ in a land whore a child is scarcely ever slapped, 
where thin clothing, always loose, is yet W'arm in winter, where it basks 
freely in air and sunshine, and lives in a house that ... is the very 
beau ideal of an infants’ playground.” Intelligent English children will 
find great pleasure in reading about the doings of these far off little 
islanders, whose toys are in every English nursery. Some of the trans¬ 
lated tales arc very pretty as well as correct in sentiment. The illus¬ 
trations, by Japanese artists, arc a striking feature of the book, and give 
it local colour. 

The settlement of the case of D.idaji u. Eukhmabai, in which the 
Bombay Court of Appeal has refused to sanctiou a decree of the Court 
of first uistance—which ordered a Hindu virgin-wife, married in infancy, 
to surrender herself to her adult husband, for whom she hud an invincible 
repugnance—carries forward another stage the Indian reformers’ protest 
against the hitherto inexorable custom of infant marriage. This incident 
may serve to recall attention to the work named below',by Mr. B M. 
M^bori, the Parsee writer and journalist, whose crusade on behalf of 
“ the child-martyrs ” of ludia, coming just at the turn of the tide of 
native opinion, has had remarkable effect in fonnulatiug and concentrating 
that opinion against the abuses inseparable from the irrevocable marriage 
of infants, and in favour of widow re-marriage. In this little volume, 

u •< Child-Life in Japan; and Japanese Child-Stories.” By M. Chaplin Ayrton. 
London’ GrlflWh,rairan,Okeden& Welsh. 

” " Onjardt and the Qqjatatis: Pictures of Men and Manners taken from Life.'^ 
By Bohmmji M. Malabarl (Author of “ The Indian Huso in English Garb,)” London: 
W. U. Allen & Co. Bombay: Education Society’s Press. 
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wbicli is largely autobiographical,wo trace the germinating and earlier efforts 
of the writer, which, when matured, enabled him to rottse large numbera of 
his Hindu fellow-countrymen to tolerate and support, if not adopt, tho 
great social reform in question. Tn it he describes the people, castes, 
and customs of his native province, of which Surat is the ancient capital 
and Broach the birthplace of tho author. As might be expected in a 
then unpractised writer in an alien tongue, his manner is often quaint, 
and his expressions sometimes more racy than refined; but, as ho says, 
in his chapter on “ The Thraldom of Caste,” “ it is my business to place 
before the reader the real pictures of life and manners, rough, crude, 
sometimes half-naked, but always natural.” Tt is, indeed, this realism 
and unreserve, combined occasionally with a reckless humour, that gives 
special value to these social sketches in tho most populous province of 
Western India—which on its commercial side is intimately connected 
with the great trading emporium of Bombay. There are many passages 
of greater literary value, as, for instance, in tlio chapter on “ The Inimit¬ 
able Kamayan,” the Hnor infliumces of which are traceable even amidst tho 
coarser customs that have grown up amongst the people since the dege¬ 
nerate era of Buranic times. It is to these that tho late Mr.B. B. Bast- 
wick, who supplied a kindly and appreciative preface to the book, thus 
refers:— 

“ Among tho more gimeral and lighter do'scriplions, there arc many sketches 
that will be new lu llnali'^li readers, as, for instance, the manner in which the 
people of India enjoy their liolidiiys, or the elephant-fights in the arena at ^ 
Baroda. Many of these more mteri*sting passages have drifted into tho later * 
chapters, and might be overlooked unless i>omtcd out by reviewers.” 

The earlier portion of tho book contains some amusing accounts of tho 
writer’s earlier journalistic experioiico, and lively descriptions of Surat 
and its people ; also some interesting rcminisceni'cs of his teachers and 
the public men of the province. Amongst theso he gratefully refers to tlio 
older class of missionaries, who, by their intimate knowledge of the ver¬ 
nacular, and their simple, kindly ways, had earned tho respect of all 
classes. Thus thi t unpretending little book has a special value of its 
own; though tho author has long since outgrown tho amateurish period 
to which it belongs. He has since travelled over a largo portion of India 
in advocating the social rcfo>*ia with which his name is associated; and 
his weekly paper, the Indian Spectator, is one of tho most favourable 
specimens of the native Indian press. The discrimination and ability 
w’ith wliirh ^Ir. Malabari has treated public questions in his journal 
secured for him the kindly regard of tho last Viceroy, and appreciative 
notice from the present holder of that dignity; though his indepondenco 
as an exponent of native opinion has never been called in question. 
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HISTORY AND BIOGRAPHY. 

The mere process of acquiring information about the doings of our 
earliest ancestors is so fascinating that prehistoric archmology has an 
interest quite apart from the value of the iacts discovered. No one 
perhaps, ever know for certain whether skulls were trepanned to let 
out a demon which caused headache or epilepsy, or, as a rite of initiation, 
not more dangerous or painful than the Anstraluiu w'harepin. But, 
meantime, the examination of skulls thus treated, the consideration 
whether the operation was performed during life oc after death, and the 
comparison of roundels or amulets formed of pierced pieces of skull, will 
be zealously continued in tho hope that some accidental discovery will 
supply couclusivo evidence, just as the discovery of a vertebra, with a 
broad-edged flint sticking in it, is a proof that that particular shape was 
used as an oltcnsive weapon. xVnother crux is the jiresence of heated 
stones in paleolithic tombs. AVas this a survival of ennnatiou, or an 
attempt to dry and thus preservo tho corps(* ? The e\ idcuce for tho 
discussion of questions of this kind is very fairly presented in a recent 
volume of the “ Bibliotheque Scientifiquo Contemporaine.”^ ami tho 
author is too wise in many cases to commit himself to any dciinile solu¬ 
tion of the mystery. 

Br. Freeman has puhlislunl a couple of interesting lectures ^ delivered at 
Oxford in the .jubilee year, discussing principally the changes in the map 
of Europe during the liftv years of the (ineen’s reign, and commeiiliiig 
with some severity on the new use of tho word “Europe,” in such 
phrases as “tho will of Jiurope,” where it means “simply six Bowers— 
five nations and a family—who have rewived no commission to act in 
the name of their fellows, but who speak and act as if they were so 
commissioned, who expect their will to be obeyed, simply because tlicy 
have the physical strength to make men obey it.” Tins rule of force. 
Dr. Freeman thinks, shows some signs of becoming obsolete, and he docs 
not despair of a time coming when nations will be free to act for them¬ 
selves without the consent “ of a narrow' oligarchy acting without any com¬ 
mission but its own will.” In the same volume arc two lectures comparing 
the Teutonic conquest in Britain with that in Gaul, and rcst.'itiiig views 
which are fiiiniliar to all readers of Dr. Freeman’s books, k discussion 
of Mr. Seebohra’a and Mr. Coolo’a view's about the continuity of Boinati 
land measurement and landlords would have been most instructive, but 
the reader must content himself with tho remark that "if thein\adcr8 
found (he land neatly and clearly meted out, I know not wliy they should 
not have kept the boundaries of an estate, oven though they knocked its 
owner on the head.” 

“ A Dream of John Ball is scarcely perhaps an historical work in the 
strictest sense, but yet Jfr. Morris’s wonderful faculty of bringing 

“ Before men’s eyes the imago of the thing 
Dis heart is filled with,*’ 


1 “ I. Arolioologie rrfihistorique.” Par Lc haion J. tic Bayo. l\iris; J. B. Bailliere 
et KiK 

a <• ii’our Oxford Lectures. 1887.*’ By E. A. Freeman. London: MaomilLin & Co. 
1887. 

» “ A Dream of’John Ball.” By W. Morris. London; Reeves & Turner. 1888. 
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gives i(> a distinct historical value. No such picture of the English yeomen 
and craftsmen who flocked round Wat Tyler and Jack Straw is to bo 
found elsewhere. And, just as is the case in Morris’s poetry, the reader 
sees tho scenes described so clearly that he feels that, if an artist, he could 
paint them as easily as he could copy a picture. The range of the long¬ 
bow is perhaps rather exaggerated, when AVill Green talks about killing 
through cloth or leather at 500 yards. Though Bobin Hood’s father shot 
“ two north country miles and an inch at a shot,” that is a tale of 
one of tho ‘‘ fortes ante Agameinnona,” and tho biggest distances men¬ 
tioned in the ballads as actually shot over is twenty score paces, that 
is, 10(X) feet, and even that is likely to be bevond the mark. The 
frontispiece of Adam delving and Eve spinning, by Burne Jones, increases 
the value of the book, but wo wish INlr. itorris had given ns a sketch of 
one of tho incidents of the dream—^the herald’s address to the insurgents, 
for instance. 

Dr. Bankin has published a fourth edition of his “ Handbook of the 
Church of Scotland.”* The work was originally issued in 1879 for the 
purpo-^e of Church defence, and as an antidote to the literature of the 
Liberation Society. It is a succinct hbtory of the Church of Scotland 
from A.n. 400, and surveys the c.ireers of all the Scottish Churches. It 
is crammed with information, which is written with so much brevity that 
it resembles a note-book rather than ,a history. It would be invaluable 
if it had been properly indexed. Unliappily the slovenly prepared and 
meagre index is tho least sa^lsfactor^ p.art of the book. It has been, and 
will deserxedly continue to be, the vade-mecum of politicians who attack 
or defend tho Establishment of the Church of Scotland. 

The issue of a second edition of .I(‘ans’ translation of Cicero’s Letters'* is 
a proof of the soundness of the principles upon which his work is based. 
The traiisl.itiou8 read like letters, and the style of the tnanslation is as 
different as the style of tho originals. Some were written for a public 
purpose, and in the present d.iy would havo been sent to the Times. 
These are rendered in a dignifled, clear at>lc, while the spirit of the 
familiar letters to Attious, which are pla\ ful and even careless, and not 
devoid of bad jokes, is reproduced in a manner which argues the highest 
skill on Ibo part of tho translator, for all it looks so easy. The trans¬ 
lation of Greek phrases by Erencli ones, and of quotations by quotations, 
has been very successfully a<*hieved in spite of its difficulty. There are 
notes explaining the circumstances referred to in the Letters and refer¬ 
ences to historians for more detailed information. 

Mrs. Ilolniden is continuing lur translations of M. do Pressense’s 
works,* and maintains the same high standard of clearness and accuracy, 
though it is perhaps a needless adherence to the original to retain the 
word “ Noel ” iustcad of translating it by “ Christpias.” The great 
French dnine is perhaps the ablest and most learnet^ exponent of the 
view that all ancient history, all false religions, wei^ designed by the 
Deity to prepare the way for the reception of the Gospel of Christ, by 
arousing a desire and need of a revelation and a Saviour, and showing 
that humanity was unable to work out its own salvation. It is from this 

* “ rtnnd' ook of the C hnrch of Scotland ” By James Rankin, D.D. Fourth Edition. 
Edu b’irgh and iiondon . ‘Willi.im Blackwood & Sons. 1888. 

' “ *1 he I»ifo and, Letters of M. T, Cicero. By Bev. G, E. Jeans, M.A. London: 
Macmillan & Co, 1887. 

* ‘l‘tie 4ncioii6 World and Cliriaflanity” By B. de Pr6ssons4,-D,D. Translated 
by A. A. llolmden. London : Huddor & Stoughton. 1888. 
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point of view that all religions are discussed, from that of primitire 
man, 

“ Who 'worshipped the raia and the breeze, 

And bogies and serpents and crows,” 

down to the Epicureans and Stoics of the liomau Empire, whose highest 
flight; of morality was a personal rectitude coupled with philosophical in* 
difl'erence to anything external. But the book is well worth reading, 
even by those who entirely dissent from the author’s hypothesis, for the 
sake of the welharranged collection of facts which it contains. 

Mr. Nagendra Nath Ghose, a member of the English bar, practising 
in the High Court of Calcutta, complains that educat^.d natives of India 
have no “ bright outlook before them," much the same coiiiplaiut that is 
made, in a lower plane, about Board School children, and \ery strongly 
advocates the admission of native Indians to the covenanted service. 
This is not tho place to discuss such a suggestion, in w’hich the good of 
the public and of the public service, not of the ollicers, should be the 
chief considerations; but surely the looking to Government to solve the 
question of want of employment iu such a way is not a very hopeful sign. 
l)o not law, medicine, tuition, literature, commerce, allbrd openings, and 
are they yet overstocked with natives of India ? The career of Kristo 
Das Pal, in whose biography " tho above complaint occurs, is an instance 
of what can be done by u native, who, though be had ojiportunities, 
which, as Mr. Nagendra Natli Ghose says, no one can do without, still 
ho had not ever} thing in his flivour. To begin with, ho belonged to the 
low caste called Tolee, so that ‘‘ iu spite of his education, iii spite of his 
exalted and influential position, he could not sit down to dinner witli 
members, however insignilicaut, poor, and debased, of any of the superior 
castes. Now the Viceroy of India might have no objection to dine with 
him, but a poor Brahmin or Jvayestli, earning eight or ten rupees a month 
as a cook, sircar, or clerk, could never bring himself down so low' as to 
dine with Hon. Kristo Das Pal, or to marry a inoinber of his family." 
Besides this, his fither was poor; but by doing well at school, and culti¬ 
vating his remarkable powers of oratory at a debating club in Calcutta, 
and his literary talents by writing for various papers, he gradually gained 
more and more influential positions. In 1801, being then about twreiity- 
four years old, he became the editor of tho Hindoo Patriot, and subse¬ 
quently secretary to the British Indian Association, municipal commis¬ 
sioner and justice of the peace, member of tho Legislative (Niuucil of 
Bengal, Coiiipanion of the Order of the Indian Empire, and in 1883 he 
was elected by the British Indian Association to the Viceregal Council 
as a representative of the Zemindars. He was one of the two jiolitical 
leaders in Bengal, and was gradually educnliiig Ins countrymen to take 
an interest in politics, especially in such points as tho development of 
representative institutions, the gradual substitution of Indian for Euro¬ 
pean oflicial agency, and the extension of education and industry (which 
last has almost perished in consequence of the importation of European 
goods), and no doubt there are worthy successors on whom his ninutle 
has fallen. The author of his Life writes with aflcctiou and enthusiasm, 
the eflect of which is heightened instead of marred by slight peculiarities 
in the English. 

Another book on India which wo have received is a new edition of 

■ 

1 ‘'Eiisto Das Pal: a Study.” By Nagendra Nath dhose. Oalcatta: lAhiri a- 
rn 
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Colouel Afalleson’s well known iMilitary History,** which is a standiiiu 
instance of the advantage of an historian having personal knowledge of iii» 
subject. Tho author is able to show, especially iu the c^ses of the battles 
of Chilianwala and Gujme, that the military despatches are entirely 
untrustworthy, even in matters of fact, which any one writing at a more 
remote date would probably not have bopu able to discover. 

Two mon' of the “ Twelve English Statesmen ” have just appeared. 
Mr. IT, 1). Traill’s Life of 'William III.** is written with sulTicient 
cleverness, but it is marred by its narrowness of political view', and its 
strange omission of any reference to the Trish policy of William and his 
disregard of tho Treaty of Limerii'k. There is a too evident purpose in 
the book to use William’s English carci*r so as to deal roughly with the 
naughty Whigs, to permit us to say that the eleveriioss of the book is 
equalled by its judgment. 

Mr. Harrison’s sketch of Oliver Oromwell*" is distinguished by u 
power ot appreciation and sj mpntby, even for what is not distinctly 
approved, which is not very common in historical writings, lie recog- 
nir-es, for instance, that the universal and almost exclusive stmly of the 
Hiblo, soon after English versions Ind become common, hail so saturated 
the people with Biblical ideas, that the feeling of tho direct interposition 
of God iu human afl'airs, and 11 is siding with one party or tho other, was 
perfectly honest and genuine, and the expression of this feeling in 
Biblical phr. seology was a natural speoeh, aiul not, as it soon became, a 
mere aileciatiou, or cunt, lie has no n|)pruval fur bloodshed, but can 
admire tho stem sense of duty and thoroughness which caused Croin- 
weH's \ietories to be apcompanietl by ]>itiless shnighlor of fugitives and 
unarmed persons, l^o can describe with e(|ii'il candour t’romwell’s oppo* 
sition to tyrannical government and his gradual as.->umption of a position 
about as despotic as I ho rub* whicli he Jielped iu overthrowing, though 
his puwer was directed to better objects. One remark, reJerring especi¬ 
ally to his willingness to replace Oharles on tin* throne, is Avell worth 
noting, that Cromwell, '* lik<' so many great statesm<‘n, was never in the 
van of the iiiovoment, but always just ahead of the central force,” a neat 
way of rvplaining tho mutual altitude of the Protector, and such men as 
Vane and Ludlow and irazelrig and Hyilncy. As Mr. Harrison shows, 
England owed to Cromwell and his party tiio substitution of Parlia¬ 
mentary for personal government in England, the nphicemcut of personal 
loyaltv by duty to the State, and a peaceable union with iScotlaud, 
balanced by aii inheritance of well-desene.l liatred from the pco[)lo of 
Ireland. Xot, of course, that Cromwell was tho only or the first Englisli 
statesman who was to blame in that respect, for tho policy of tho extermi¬ 
nation of “Irish rebels” had begun in Iho last century, as is amply 
shown in Dean Church’s Life of Edmund Spcjiser,** which has just been 
repriutid for tho lourth time, having originally appeared in Macmillan’s 
Series of “ Men of Letters.” 

The sketch of Lord Bacon,*' by the same author, which originally 
appeared in the same scries, has also been republished. Tho new practice 

* “Tbe, Dijr-ifthe Untiles nf Iijflia." Uy Colonel C. U. Slullcson. New Edition. 
London : W. II. Allen Co. 1.SSH. 

• “Williaio UI." By II. D.'J’laill. London: Macmillan & Co. 1898. 

JO oylivcr Cromwell. By Kn ih-iic ILirrison. London: Miu-millan & Co. 

•’SpenaCT.” By H. W. Churct). Lean of fclt. Paul's. London: Macmillan & Co. 
16 «s. * 

“Bacon.” By II. W. Church, Duau of St. Paul’s. London : Macmillan & Co. 
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of printinjy on the fly-leaf the dates of previous editions is greatly*to be 
commuudud. j 

Mr. fcJymonds’ translation of Benvenuto CeUini’s Autobiography^® 
has already reached a second edition. Combining, as Celliui did, in ono 
person, tho artist and the bravo, two charaoteriatic and typical pro¬ 
ducts of the Italian Bcnaissauce,” his Life is not only amusing in the 
highest degree, but initiates the reader into the conditions of life and 
thought in the sixteenth century as few other books do. To praise a 
translation of Mr. Synionds’ is needless. The Introduction will tell the 
reader who is new to the subject all he wants to know about the 
history of the memoirs, and such matters, besides supplying critical 
remarks on Cellini’s art and ulmrncter. The explanation of the aureole 
which the artist saw around his head after his imprisonment and illness 
in tho Castle of S. Angelo, is very curious, and is a proof of the powers 
of observation both of Celliui and his editor. It was visible in the early 
morning, not around tho head, but tho shadow of tho hoad, on dewy 
grass. It is needless to say that it was not caused by divine favour, as 
Ctdlini thought, but by the reflection of tho sun’s rays from tlie dowdrops. 
Tho same phenomenon was noticed by Thoreau. In his remarks about 
Cellini’s art, Mr. Symonds attempts to account for the coarseness of tho 
limbs and shortness of the stature of tho Perseus as being due to the 
difficulty of casting the whole figure at ouce, which the artist had decided 
to do. This may be the case. Perseus certainly looks far more like a 
gladiator than a hero, but is not this conception thoroughly chaiactoristic 
of the artist and his time 'i 

One of the best of our English autobiographies, that of Lord Herbert 
of Cherbury,’* has just appeared in “Tiio Cainelot Classics,’' a nionihly 
shilling series. It is based upon Air. Sidney Lee’s edition, which was 
noticed recently in these columns. 

Nowhere, surely, has pure learuiug been of such practical value as 
among tho Polish Jews*’’ in tho last century. 

‘‘Kiches, botldy uJ\aut.u;cs, and talciils of c\ery kind have, indeed, in their 
c^'PB, a ccituiu worth, and arc esteemed in pmportioii; but nothing stands 
anioiit' them above the dignity ol a good TaUaudist. Lie has the lirst claim 

upon all oilices and positions ot lioiiour in the community.JIc who does 

uot inc(‘t such a scholar wiih huilicieiit respect is, accorUiug to the judgment of 
the Talmudusth. damned to all ctcimty." 

But besides this outward respect and its bearing on public life, the 
social aspect is still more extraordinary :— 

“ A wealthy merchant, larincr, or protc‘>sional man, who has a (laughter, does 
everything in his power to gel a good 'I’.iliuudist tor liih bou-in-law. As far as 
other matters arc concerned, tho scholar may be as deformed, diseased, and 
ignorant us possible; ho will still have tlio advantage over others. Tho future 
father-iu-Liw of such a pbumix is obliged, at the betrothal, to pay to tho parents 
of the youth a sum fixed by iirevious agreement; and, besides tho dowry for 
his daughter, he is further obliged to provide lu'r and her Unsband with food, 
clothing, and lodging for six or eight years alter theit marriage, during which 
time tho interest on the dowry is paid, .,o that the le.iriicd son-iu-law may 
coutinne his studies at his lathor-iu-l.xw's expense. After this period he receives 

u «'I’he Life of Bcinonnto t’ellini.” Transhited by J. Addington Symonds. 
Bec’oud Edition. Nimmo. IHdb. 

“TJie Autobiogiapliy of Edmird, Lord Horbeit of Uhcrbuiy. Edited by W. H. 
Diicks. London: Walter Scott. 1888. 

« “ Solomon iSlaimon : an Autobiography.” Translated by J. Clark Murray. 
Paisley: (laidner. .1888. 
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the dowry in hand, and then he is either promoted to some learned office, or he 
sTOnds ms whole time in learned leisnrc. In either case the wife undertakes 
the manwement uf the honsehold and the conduct of business; and she is 
content^ if only, in return for all her toils, she bccomep in some measure a par¬ 
taker of her husband’s fame and future blessedness.” 

The Talmudist, from whose autobiography this passage is token, was 
almost fought for by two parents, and was actu;dly married at eleven 
years old to the only child of a rich hotel-keeper, the successful com¬ 
petitor. lie hoped to gain ascendancy over her for life by treading on 
her loot during the ceremony—an old superstition; but she was sharp 
enough to tread on his first, like the Cornish bride who, when her 
husband hurried off to drink at the well of St. Keyne, was found to have 
“taken a bottle to church.” The young bridegroom bad to suffer a 
great deal also from his mother-in-law, until he frightened her into 
decent behaviour by appearing at her bedside as his mother’s ghost, which 
was more successful than an attempt to procure invisibility by means of 
a process laid down in the Cabbalah Maasith. As tbo youngster’s first 
use of his assumed state was to box a comrade’s ears, he hardly deserved 
to succeed. The coudition of the schools where this learning w'as ac¬ 
quired was most barbarous, as indeed all Poland appears to have been. 
Among other customs mentioned, it is worth noting that at Prince 
Badzivil’s entertainments, “as every goblet was drained, cannons were 
fired,” a custom that Shahespearc attributed to the Court of Denmark. 
Maimonides’ later life was passed in Berlin, whore he gave himself up to 
study of literature and metaphysics, and became entirely separated from 
bis earl^ associations. 

“The Life of Victor Hugo,” by Mr, Marzials,^® is a debglitful work. 
The story of the long and eventful life of the great French writer is told 
in a charming manner. His opinions and his works are discussed with a 
clear, healthy mind, in a spirit of manly reverence for all that is good in 
them. The book is admirable in every respect. It affords to those who 
have not been able to read Hugo’s works in French an excellent view of 
their contents, and sound judgment concerning what is of the best therein. 
Whoever begins to read this book will read it to the cud with glad 
avidity. 

Some portions of M. Q-. Ferry’s “Life of Balzac”’^ have already 
appeared in “ Le Gil Bias.” The work is made up of a number of 
sketches of the friendships of the author of *• lia Coinedio ilumaiuc ” 
with various women. Some of them are not very interesting, and some 
are suggestive of a worse than sentimental bide to Balzac’s character. A 
sentimental man, his ambition was expressed in very early days in a letter 
to his sister, wherein he wrote: “ Laure, ines deux souls et ira menses 
desirs, iire ceUbre et Ctre aime, scront-ils jamais satisfaits ? ” Yet, born 
at Tours in 1799, he was unmarried until 1850, on March 14, when he 
married Countess Jlanska, one of his old friends. He died on August 20, 
1850. By most people the author of “ Contes Drolatiques ” is regarded 
as a humourist merely. M. Ferry has portrayed him as a man mostly sad 
and frequently despairing. The heroines of his roinaiicea are Balzac’s 
portraits of his intimate w'ometi friends. Thus, the Duchess de Castries 
was the model for La Dnehesse de Langcais, George !8and appears in 
“ Beatrix ** as Camille Maupin, and the affecting character, Mdmc. de Mor- 

1* •• Life of Victor Tiiien.'' By Frank T. Marzials. London: Walter Scott. 1888. 

17 n Biiizao et bcs A ones.” Far Gabriel Iferry. Haris: Calmann Levy. 1688. 
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sanf, in Le Lys dans la Vallee ” was a portrait of Mdmo. do Bcmey. 
Therefore this work, which tells the story of the great romancer’s rela¬ 
tionships with the heroines of his books, is likely to attract and intei-est the 
readers of Balzac’s works. 


BELLES LETTRES. 

This City of Dream,” ^ by Robert Buchanan, is by way of being a modern 
Pilgrim’s Progress. A pilgrim in quest of “ The Cifcj of God ” sets 
forth on his travels, and having, on the recommendation of Evangelist, 
made trial of Cliriatopolia, a city of exceeding beauty, but full of cruelty 
and uncloanness, he passes through “ The Groves of Faun,” “ The Vale 
of Vain Delights,” “ The Valley of Dead Gods,” and other strange places, 
until he roaches at last “ The City made without God.” The second 
city is fairer even than Cbristupolis, and there is to all appearance neither 
sorrow nor suffering nor cruelty to be found therein, and here the pil¬ 
grim for very joy at tlie unexpected vision of peaco and beauty is fain to 
rest. But here, too, there are dark secrets, the revelation of which turns 
the pilgrim’s satisfaction into lo.ithiag and horror. There is “ The llos* 
pital of Birth,” where sickly babies, in spite of the low moan of woful 
mothers, are painlessly dispatched before tliey can live to taint the race • 
and there is the marble-wrought temple wiieru the lecturer demonstrates 
from the brain of the living hound the laws which govern the intellectual 
life of Man. Horror-stricken, and discerning in the form of the tortured 
animal “ the likeness of the iSon of JMan,” the pilgrim calls aloud upon 
“ Almighty God,” and is imprisoned as a madman. At length, after 
passing through a shadowy land—“ a region of monsters and strange 
births of Time ”—he reaches the shore of the Celestial ocean, on the 
farther side of which, somewhere, somehow, is ‘‘ God and the radiant City 
of my Dream ! ” The allegorv, unlike that which lives and breathes in 
the marvellous original, is thin, unreal, and inapt, while the moral, if 
moral it can be called, will speak only to those who perceive in dreams 
the meaning which they miss in the world of substance, who tiinl their 
full satisfaction only in tlie contemplation of “the things which are not 
seen.” On the other hand, the “ City of Dream ” is a fine poem, and 
contains numerous passages powerfully and beautifully expressed. Of 
the songs and lyrical pieces perhaps the most striking are “ Jesus of 
Nazareth,^’ “ Mary Magdalen,” and I’onvoy, “ O, Blessed Death.” 
Putting aside the use of iimecurate and exaggerated turns of speech, such 
as “thy beard is white and wise,” “a haggard rest,” “and lie, the 
Paraclete, the !Son, the Lamb,” the chief defect in Mr. Buchanan’s poem 
is a want of humour. The iuspired tiukor by no means despised bis jest, 
whereas our modern dreamer throughout his pilgrimage—and from one to 
the other of these uncomfortable cities is a far cry—allows no nonsense 
by the way. 

“ Songs, Ballads, and Plays,”* by A. Mary F. Robinson, strike us as 

1 •• The City of Dream: an Epic room." By Robert Buchanan. London: Chatto 
iWindus. W8H. 

» •' Songs, Ballads, and, a Garden flay.” By A. Mary F. Robinson. London: T. 
FiiJier Unwin. 1888. 
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being less original than “ The jN'ew Arcadia/’ whicb we noticed in the 
Wbbtmtnbtjeb Eevibw of April JbS(). An admirable technique, a re¬ 
fined taste, and an enlightened appreciation of contemporary models go 
far to make good verses, but they neither hearten tho reader nor leave 
any deep impression on his mind. The burden of Miss Bobinson’s song, 
especially when she is most herself, is the Death of Faith. It is a 
melancholy crj', as monotonous ai the cuckoo’s, and far loss musical. 
The clover verses on Darwinism do, indeed, lot drop some crumbs of 
comfort, but the keynote of the volume is a tone of melancholy. Tho 
spring songs are as sad as dirges, the romantic ballads are tales of 
direful woe, and the title of tlie play, the workmanship of which is 
delieale as a cameo, is “ Our Lady of the Broken Heart.” 

In Sir Edwin Arnold’s Colledtd Poems ' many readers will recognize 
old favourites. Of some more ri eent compositions w(> read with especial 
pleasure, “The Heavenly Seeiet” and “An Adieu.” If Sir Edwin Arnold’s 
“ non-oriental ” pooms (“ non-oricmtal ” is good) arc seldom profound, 
they have the merit of sajing what they moan, and meaning what they 
say. They are as refreshing as a breath of air after long eonliuoment in 
a crowded room. 

Wo regret that we can only acknowledge tho receipt of “ Songs of a 
Bevolutionary Epoch,”' by .T. L. .Foynes; “ A Soul’s Comedy,”® by Arthur 
Edward AVaite; and“ Seli'ctions from Tennyson,”® by F. J. Rowe and W. 
T. AVebb. 

Though designed to illustr-ite “ certain recent psychical experiences,” 
Mr. Scofield’s play^ is foundi d on incident'* which occurred in the reigns 
of Henry VIll. and Edward \"I., ami the iKiioncmnt tukei place during 
the short usurpation of Lady .lane (Irey. .lohu Diidlcj, A'iseount L’lslo, 
afu-rwards Duke of IS'orthumberlaad and father-in-law to Lady Jane Orey, 
covets the lands of Alwynue, Lotd Bi rmyngham, principally to get poa.sc8- 
Bion<>f“The Pleasauco of Narboth,” about which part of Lord Ber- 
mwigham’s domain there is a secret, who.x* cxi-.tcucc is known only to 
the owner and to Jiord L’l'ilo, neitln'r of whom, however, knows more of 
the secret than tJiat it cxi''ls, and clmt it promises wtiiltli and power to 
its discoviTcr. Bennynghani, like Naboth (from wiiom the name of 
“Narbolh ” is apparently derived), n fuses to sell his inheritance, and 
L”fslp lays a plot to obtain it by Ibc ruin of its rightful owner. By in¬ 
famous practices, and abuse of his vast power, he manages to convict 
Alwvnne of trying, by armed Molcncc, to rob tin' King’s treasure convoy, 
whieli, in reality, ho was defending from a simulated attack by L’lslo’s 
own men. Alwynue is condenmed to dralh, but by the passionatu intor- 
eesbion of Ellen, Countess of (Iroby (1/Isle’s ward, secretly betrothed to 
Alwjniie), his sentence is commuted to perpetual banishment, whilst 
“ Lady Ellen ” is immured by her unscrupulous giiardiau in “The Plea- 
sance of Xurboth,” whieli ho has faocurecl by the attainder of his cuomy. 
The next act opens at Blieiins, wrherowo find Alwvnne, with broken health 

“ “Poems Sckctod fiom tin* Woiks of Sir Krlwin Aui(;lil.' J,ondonj Triibnor & 
Co. Isss 

* o£ a Ibwolallonary Kiiocli" By J. L. .lojnes. ]jonrlon : Foulgcr & 
Co. IHoS 

® “ A boiifs Coiflcdy.'’ By Aithur K<lwfkrd Waito. Louilon : (icorge Berlway. 1W47. 

* from miv-on,’’ With IntrodacUon and Notes, By I’.J. Rowe,M.A., 
andW T. Webb, M.A London and NcwVoik: JIuemilLin & <’». 1S88. 

‘Aiwyiine; or, The fvs'ret of Nint*otli.'’ Being etil.un actual and recent 
Ps-yi t^ca! os, driunatizeu in a Play of Four Acts. By Joseph Alan Scofield. 

Lor>eU)i.: Wvaiun & Sons. 1888, ’ 
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and sliattcrcd nerves, labouring to discover from ancient documents “The 
fcieerct of Jfarboth.” Bis unjust and degrading conviction, together vtith 
ihe hi'licf, maliciously instilled into his mind, tnat “ Lady Ellen ” is dead, 
have driven him to tho verge of insanity. Jle hears phantom voices, and 
sees spectral forms, which unman him, and he can only pursue his self- 
imposed ta^k by the aid of nine iu unmeasured doses. These, wc pre- 
fauiiio, are the “ psychical experiences ” mcntioiied iu the title-page. Wc 
next liud him at “Narboth,” whose secret he has at length unearthed, 
and it turns out, so far ns wo can gather, to be a coal mine. Here he 
rovLThos his former “ psycluo.d experiences.” instead of taking tho 
phantoms of his clouded brain for realities, he take.H real people for 
phantoms. Ho also, in darkly veiled words (proplu-otes arc apt to be 
dark, especially in blank verse), predicts the future greatness of the “ black 
covintry” in general, and of Dudley Port, which seems to occupy the 
site of “ Narbotli,” in particular. Finally, he discovers that his old enemy, 
jiow' Duke of Northumberland, is no phantom; so they fight, and the 
duke is killed, repenting after Vlwjnnc’s sword has transfixed him. Tho 
hero is rehabilitated and manic s the heroine, and all ends happily. The 
play is, in our judgment, absolutely unfitted for tho stage, but it is not 
unpleasant reading, though it abounds in anachronism of thought and 
sontinieMt, and rings with celioes of greater voices than it.s author’s. 

“ The Ifoverberator ’’'' is a ehanniiig little eoincd>. It turns u])on tho 
infinite' difleronce between the Aiiiericau and the Freiudi ideaD ot social 
and family life'. In the United States, individual independence of an>- 
thing like family dictation is e.arried to a pitch unknown even in England, 
and the' publication in tho ne'wspnpers of the most intimate details of 
private^ life is taken as a matter of course. In not a few instances tho 
notiea' of the pre'ss is courted rathe r than re'se nted. In Fraiu'e. the state 
of feeling and opinion, both as to fainil} life .and newspaper iiuliscrelions, 
is ju^l the reverse, esjH eially in the exclusixe ranks of tho old French. 
nubhiisc. There 1 he of the family is a sacred dogma, and the 

tiittiing revelations of sociity ji.ipers are .an ollenco and a pollution. Iu 
“ The Jteverbcraior ” J\Ir. IIe‘iir> .l.iiews has evhibited tlmso opposed con¬ 
ditions of soci.al sentiment in action, and brought themi face to lace with 
admir.iblo skill and insight. The* prei ailing note' of the story is delicate, 
subtle' buinour ; but hero and there, ther*' i.s, as iu all genuine comedy, 
a touch of pathos. 

“Fraternity”''’—a two volume novel by an anonymous writer—be¬ 
longs to that largo class of tielioii i'l wbieli the story is but the vehicle 
for the author’s opinions ; but it is a lavourable* spe'i'imen of the genua ; 
for the opinions, ably advocated, arc amiable and attractive, though, alas! 
utte.rl\ incapable oi realisation, and the story is interchting and pleasantly 
told. A curious feature iu the' work is that all tho priimipai characters 
are Welsh, the mottoes prefixed to each of tlu* four “ parts ” into which 
it id divitled are all taken from the We Isli Tri ids (very noble sentiments 
some of them embody), and, from his intimate* knowleilgei of Welsh life 
and character, we may safely infer that tliu anonymous author is himself 
a native of the principality. 

Undoubtedly, tho misery and degradation of tho bargees and their 
families are a fitting theme for a powerful realistic novel, aud it is no less 

« “ 'J'ho Kcvoibcrator." By Henry In tw'o vols London • Muciuilkaii k 
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certain that in -writing “ Life in the Cut ” Iklr. Amos Boado has been 
actuated by the highest and purest motires. But, unhappily, the execu> 
tion fsUs far short of the intention. Mr. Beade’s literary style contrives 
to combine most of the faults, positive as well as ^legative, of which Eng¬ 
lish composition is susceptible. Jle rarely uses U mot proj^re, and 
frequently expresses what assuredly ho does not mean. The talk of his 
personages is never characteristic of their class; in tho case of unedu¬ 
cated, or imperfectly educated, people, his plan seems to be to introduce 
• plenty of superfluous h’s, and to reverse all accepted grammatical fortns. 
The only exception to this simple rule is to be found in the lingo of the 
bargees, which does bear some marks of being drawn from observation. 
Tho story, if it were better told, would not be uninteresting. 

A new book by Mr, Erederiek Gale is always welcome, for he treats 
of sport from a point of view at ouco delightful and wholesome. He 
never confuses, as do many, both of its champions aud its adversaries, 
between the primary characteristics of sport, which constitute its essence, 
and the various evils aud malpractices which disfigure it like a morbid 
growth. So, too, in contrasting things past with things present, Mr. 
Gale is 110 undiscriminatingyijrtff/tf/or temporis ncti; lie dwells lovingly and 
regretfully on many traits of luanucrs, customs, and ways of thinking 
which prevailed amongst us in his youth; but it will be found that they 
were things good iu themselves, and such as no thinking man can fail to 
regret. ]Mauy ot the novelties which have sprung up around his later 
life are, he freely admits, changes for tho better. IMost of the articles 
collected in tho present volume had previously appeared iu Baily's Mapa^ 
zine, including the opening paper, “ Tom Bjiring’s liack Parlour,'’ one of 
the most interesting of the series. “ My First Salmon,” “ Tho Jlacing 
Stable,” and “ The Pride of Our V’^illage ” are especially entertaining. Tho 
two last mentioned, and “ Tom Spring’s Back Parlour,” tend to show that 
neither trainers nor prize-fighters are necessarily rogues or blackguards. 

” Paris Bionfais.'’nt ” is a grave book, but not dull; on tho contrary, 
it contains both interesting aud instructive reading. It gives a detailed 
account of the vast amount of useful philanthropic work which is being 
done in Paris, by men of the most diverse creeds, aud of every sliade of 
political opinion. It brings forcibly under our notice a fact w hieh wo 
are too apt to lose sight of, namely, that charity 11 not exclusively an 
English virtue. JSTearly all tho vast works of aelive beneficence described 
by M. Maximo Du Camp have been initiated by individual effort, aud, in 
almost every instance, their present clBcieiiey is maintained by tho devoted 
labours of men and women, for the most part belonging to the bourpeoisir, 
who freely give their time, their experience, aud their abilities to the 
service of the most hapless, aud, too often, the least deserving, of their 
fellow-creatures. It would be impossible to find space for anything 
approaching a eompte-rendu of M. Du Camp’s voluminous and exhaustive 
work ; but the headings of the chapters will afford some slight idea of its 
scope. The first chapter treats of “L’d'.uvre des Liberties de Saint 
Lazore,” the second*i.s headed “ Lo Patronage des Inberes.” In both of 
these valuable uodertukiugs it will bo observed that it is ou liberated 

" Life in the Cat." Bv AinosRcatle. London t Swan Sonnenschoin, Lowzey A: Co. 
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prisonera that the elForts of the respective organizations are brought to 
bear. The results, on the whole, do not seem to be diseouragincr. The 
third chapter is devoted to “ Lea Associations Frotestantes ” ; the subject 
of the fourth is “ La Charity d’lsrael ” j and chapter the fifth aud last 
treats of “ L’Assistance par lo Travail.” Throughout the whole book we 
are furnished with abundance of facts, not merely statistics, though of 
them there is no lack, but individual life-stories, which not only give 
colour and interest to the work, but show how arduous and complicated 
a thing is charity well bestowed and wisely administered. 

“ L’Analyse ” is, to our thinking, the curse of contemporary French 
fiction, but wo have never seen it carried to such excess as in “ Marc 
Fane: it is analysis run mad. tt leaves no place for action. The 

characters simply do nothing, and the author watches the process through 
a microscope. Phenomena, mental and bodily, the most common-place 
and trivial, are magnified till they become unrecognizable; and M. liosny 
is so bent on expressing the inexpressible that, to use a French locution, 
U fie hnt les flams, and even coins words whose meaning can bo only 
guessed at, since they are neither to bo heard in conversation, nor to be 
found ill dictionaries. At the same time, it must bo allowed that, when he 
does condescend to introduce anything approaching to incident, he rises 
to the occasion ; ho still anal} zes « outrance, but he contrives to convey 
a clear mental picture of tlie situation. For instance, in describing 
the illness and threatened death of a child and the .agonized distress of 
the father, he becomes comparatively simple, aud consequently far more 
effective. It is a pity that M. Eosuy sacrifices his unmistakable power 
and faculty as a novelist to false theories all too rigidly carried out. And, 
after all, his is not realistic art: nothing can be more fantastically unreal. 
Eealiam is the result of observation, and such microscopic observation of 
moods, feelings, and physical sensations as we see in “ Marc Fane ” can 
only be practised on one’s self; consequently, all the characters must be 
drawn from one model, and that by no means a typical one; for a sane 
man who is willing to pass his life in scanning bis inner self to make 
sport for his readers must necessarily be a most exce[)tif)n il being. 

Professor Morloy’s “English Writers”'* is a second edition, greatly 
enlarged and modified, of a previous work of his on the same subject, now 
out of print. It is to bo published in instalments of one, or at most two, 
volumes a year, and will probably, as wo are informed in the Preface, bo 
completed in about twenty volumes. It is a careful and thoughtful work, 
the fruit of extensive and varied reading, well digested; but wo cannot 
help thinking that it is somewhat too diliuse, and that the learned pro¬ 
fessor has been too solicitous to deduce everything ab ovo. In the two 
volumes which we have received, English Literature, in the strict accept 
tation of the term, has not yet been touched upon, and the mass of 
mingled and archmological science and myth, of which the greater part of 
the first volume is composed, is already familiar to the great majority 
of cultivated readers, through the labours of specialists in the sciences of 
ethnography and philology. The Introduction, which gives a rapid 
survey of English writers, from Chaucer to Sir Walter 8cott, is inter¬ 
esting, and Professor Morley’s judgment on the classics of each age is, 
for the most part, just and sound, though perhaps rather rigid and tant 

13 •< TVlarc Fane: Borann Parisicn.’* r.ir J. H, Rosny. Paris ■ Miiiiion Qnautin. 1888 
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aoit peu puritanical. Probably this tendency may explain his omitting 
all mention of Sterne; yet ho accords unqualified praise to Fielding, 
But to ** strain at a gnat and swallow a camel ” is no uncommon feat. 

The volume of “ The !Mormaid Series," this month forwarded to us 
for review, contains a selection from the Plays of John ^ord. The 
Introduction and jNotes are from tjie pen of Mr. llaveloek Ellis, and aro 
executed with his usual ability and critical acuineu. The plays aelected 
are: “ The Lover’s Rfelancholy,” “ ’Tie Pity She’s a "Whore,” “ The 
Broken Heart,” “ Love’s Sacrifice,” and “ Perkin Warbeck.” 

Prom “The Camelot Series”’'* we have received a translation of the 
“"Volsunga Saga,” by Messrs. Kirick ^taguussou and William Jtorris, edited, 
with an.lntroJuetion and JSotes, by j\tr. II. JI illiday Sparling. "We arc 
quite willing to admit that the English version of the “ Volsunga Saga ” 
is curious aud intert^sLing, both as folklore and as a document revealing les 
moevrs intiuics of a great and heroic race, from admixture with whom 
we have derived some of our most valuable uitional characleristics. But 
we cannot share the opinion, advanced by ^fr. Sp.irling in his Intro¬ 
duction, that tho study of the old Xorso Sigas and Eddas w'ould form a 
satisfactory substitute for that of the polished literature of ancient Greece 
and Home. ^Tcither can we lliink that the life of freebooting, carousing, and 
slaughter, often w auton and purposeless, portrayed in the “Volsunga Saga” 
is, as the enthusiastic editor styles it, “ a healthy life,” from which we 
should do well <o “ take a few lessons.” As to the study of the ancient 
Jiorse speecli, Mth a view to “tho hetteriug of our own,” we do not 
feel sure that by calling “ the people ” “ tho folk,” aud writing “adr.nl ” 
for “ in dread,” we should “ better ” our speech. The truth is that the 
study of ancient Scandinavian literature is an excellent thing, bat aifectn- 
tion is not. 

The “ Concise Dictionary of IMiddlo English,”’^ just issued by tho Ifcv. 
A. L. jMavhew and Professor Skeat, will bo a boon to students. Any- 
thing likt criticism on our part of a work bearing tho stamp of such high 
authority on the stibject of which it treats would be a mere impertinence. 

Tho English JJialect Society stdl actively continues its valuable work. 
We have two volumes, independent of eaeli other, dedicated to tho 
Cheshire dialect. That by Mr. E. Holland is tho third part of liis 
“ Glossary of Words Used in tho County of Chester.”It is not only 
useful, but extremely entertaining, for besides considerable additions to 
the list of dialect words, it contains an excelhmt and really humorous story, 
told in Cheshire dialect, some capital dialect poems, and an interesting 
chapter on ancient Clicshiro customs. 

Mr. Darlington’s “Folk-Speech of South (’heshire ”*® is a more 
severely scientific performance. It seems to us to be a llioroughly good 
and careful piece of work. 
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The record of the mouth, il‘ less distin<riiish('(l than lliat of laist 
month, continuc's, in iU stre.xni and lendencj, to mak(* for the 
same end. Consequently it is \sliolly ssitisr.ictoiy to oui>f‘lv<'s. W<j 
cannot hope to havt‘ a Southaiupton and an Ayr evfvy thirty days, 
and if w© “impro\e” tlu' opportunities as they occur, at longer or 
shorter intervals, it is enontih. ^Pliis has b(>en done in th(> single 
election which has been founht since we last u rote. \nd something 
more has happened, 'J'he Opposition Leadi'rs in I’arliunusit have 
recognized the obligation laid upon tlnsn by the Iniunphs of last 
month to make a further eifoit in the illtere^t of Ju'land. It may 
be lioped that the Vote of ('ensiu’i' is but (he beoinning of a more 
steadily aggressi\(‘poliey'. In the ooal eontro\ersy of the day a 
persistent '• pegging auay” is a bonnden duty; and, as long as the 
eonstituencies .speak hop» fully, if ought by no nu .ms to be a dis¬ 
agreeable one. lienee we .ire for lighting the Irish (pieslion right 
through, without di'ci'ease of energy' or])luck. In this ivay'only can 
we hope to keep a comparatiie peace in Irel.ind during the dreary 
days of waiting for the better time. 

It was said by the enemy, and even by some of tlio faint-hearted 
in our o^n ranks, th.al jMr. AforlcN's \'ot(‘ of Censure was a mistake. 
We were told it would gi\o fnsh eoliesiou to the Unionist fractious, 
demoralized by the outburst of their essential antagonisms on tho 
licensing and other snliordinate questions. Those who used this argu¬ 
ment- eonid h.ardly have percoued that it postponed indolimtely any 
action in regard to the Irish policy of th(‘Goiex’nment. And this 
W’s impossible. 'Phe imprisoiouent of ^^r. Ddlou and the coinci¬ 
dence of the Killcagh case in the Irish Court of Evchoquer aftbided 
a gwat opportunity—an opportunity such as has not occurred since, 
and may not occur again iluriug tlu' jxresent session. In oui judg¬ 
ment the Vote of Censure was not only w«‘ll-timed, but was in 
itself a necessity. It- was iuoiitable it should I’ally tlio Anli-Irisli 
parties. It w'ould have done this at any' time during the present, 
session, and yet no good Home Uulor will readily say that Paidiament 
should have adjourned williont a fonnal demonstration of the abomin¬ 
able tyranny which is being w rough! in tho name of law in Ireland. 
This admission then justilies Iho whole proceeding of tho Opposition 
Jjeaders, As to the debate itself, it cannot fail to have been useful. 
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Mr. Morley, speaking in his most judicial manner, piled case upon 
case in which the Crimes Act hatl shamefully misused, and 
throughout the two nights over \Nhieli t!u‘ debate lasted, none of the 
Ministers made a pretence ol’ lU't'img his charges. It was natural 
that the Killeagh case sliouUI flgiin’ IfU’eelv in the indictment of the 
Government. A more extraoiduiarj < \lul)ition than the conduct of the 
resident magistrates in this pn'M'C’ition has rarely been seen on the 
bench. JMr. Gladstone denoinuvil it .is on a par with some of the 
doings of Jeffreys, and very ]>.irticiiliirl) asked if these so-called 
“justices ” were to continue to adiuinisti'r .an Act in respect of which 
their legal knowledge (Heaven saM* the mark!) is certified by the Lord- 
Lieutt'nant. Tn putting the inatlt'r thus broadly, the lA’ader of the 
Op])o.sition went hardly a point be\oud the' emphatic language of the 
Lord Chief Baron and of Mr. Baron Donst' nho lu'ard the appeal in 
Dublin; and ]\Ir. GosJion. siieak’ug in advanct'of Mr. Gladstone, 
admitted there had been a seriouSt miscarriage of justice. Yet Mr. 
Balfour c.inn* forward eager to chj»]>ion his “ Bemovables.” Tn a 
stab* of /real mental disturbance, iXilering upon passion, he shouted 
.icross the tabl(‘. “1 am not going uj dismiss them,” to tho great 
satisfaetion of the bitter partisans behiivl him, and, as it seemed, of 
Mr. Ch'iTnl>*rlaiii, who sat ojiposite, in p.artienil.Tir. The Cliief Secretary 
had not .1 word of apologj' to the poor men who. according to his oi\'n 
colle.'igiu*. had beon wrongfully imprisoned. This was “onlyom* 
case, as we were told—the siniyle exception which proved the rule 
that the Irish rt*sident magistrate was a ]»erfect model of uprightness 
and capacity. Vet !Mr. .Morley had gi\eu chapter and verse in a 
dozen or u ore cases only a trifle less sliameful, and ^Ir. Beid, a lawyer 
of distimtion, had told the Hous'e that he and his friends had ex¬ 
amined 70b rmt of 2000 c.asei5 of ‘‘conspiracy,” and had found 
the proccfdings to b* “a mere travesty and caricature of justice,” 
Again, it was charced, not only that tin* magistrates took every oppor¬ 
tunity of preventing’ ap])eal from th.-ir decisions, t'vi'u refiusing to 
state a case when there was involved a knotty jioiiit of law, but that 
when the Nationalist lawy'er.s went to the Superior Courts to ask for 
process to compel the magistrat(‘s to fulfil a clear obligation, it 
mattered not how hard the case was upon the appellants, the Crown 
COUP' ‘1 werr* always them primed to resist to the last. And this 
in ‘ ,)ite of the solemn pledges in Parliament that ever}' opportunity 
should be given to accused ]ier«ons to m.ake appeal. All these alle¬ 
gations—serious enousrh. one would think, to a nally conscientious 
Minister—were ignored or pnt aside with a sarcasm, whilst legitimate 
demands for information, such as Mr. Gladstone’s request for the depo¬ 
sitions incases of conspiracy, were met by an impudent refusal. 

In MK Dillon’s case the tactics of the Government were equally 
<li8ingenaotte. They eould not deny that they had launched a proola- 
Tuat iojtt post fiixio in order to ooaviot him. To indict him under the 



Hom^ Aj^mrs. 257 

• 

common law would give him the advantage of a jilTy, and as few 
juries in Ireland can be brought to believe in the <«nininaliby of tho 
Member for East Mayo, tho ('rimes Act must be put into force after 
tho offence has been committed so as io send Mr. Dillon before a couple 
of resident magistrates. The dodge uas sure of success, but it vyas 
none the less an unmitigated moannc'ss, quite unworthy of a professing 
Liberal like Mr. Goschen. ^'( t the Chancellor of the Exchequer had 
nothing bettor to oflPer in tho uay of palliation than that Mr. Dillon 
had before been tried for an iidmitb'd offence by a Dublin county 
jury who disagreed ! Mr. Halfbiir found a chatJicteristic excuse for 
tho action taken in regard to Mr. Dillon. He could not believe, he 
said, that th(‘re was a particular offence against the lav which Mr. 
Dillon would be delighted to commit if tried by a jury, which he 
knew would disagree, Init which ho would not coimmt if he u(*ro not 
to bo so tried !It is not lU'cessary to go into the contention con¬ 
cerning tho character of tho (vklence upon Avhich tho resident 
magistrates con\icted iMr. Dillon; it is enough to show how tho 
honourable gonth-man was brought into tli(‘ mcbhes of tho law by 
Ministers W'ho puse as the mo'^t injured of nn n. Is it the ]»rick)ng 
of conscience lii. f has led to an. order that Mr. Dillon slmll bo 
allowed th<> priiilege of books whilst he is in the prison iutirniary ? 

The debate showed ch'arly that the Conspiracy (Jlaust's of tho 
Crimes Act, in the hands of e\-pol icemen and e\-ii)ilitaiy oflicei’s, arc 
a iHisitive danger to iniblic lil)L*rty. Hear tho nnhaiip^ tradcvraeii of 
KiUeagh, who, being afraid of po‘-''ible con^eipumccs, lefused supplies 
to tho police, and found thenl^elves tlirowu info gaol for " inducing’' 
certain other persons not to deal. ..Mr. H.ilfour is content if he can 
say that tho offending magistrates A\(re appointe'd b;v Lord Spencer 
several years boforo they were ealh d upon to tle.il with tho intricacies 
of the law ofconspiriK'v. The Chief Secretary nc*\ er gets far beyond the 
/a nmxjuc. His c.qiacity for e\asion is perhaps impro-ving by frequent 
(dlbrt's in this directum, but liis ‘‘ cocksnrouess ” concerning everything 
said aud done b} the Irish authorities isinere alFcclation. Otherwise, 
why does he not oblige Mr. (Jladstoiie with tho di‘jiositions iu all cases 
of conspiracy ? Nothing could be easier, aud an honest de,slrc to see 
that justice was done, could be ])leaded against that want of preci-dent 
in which ho lakes refuge, !Mr. Eeid’s stateiiu at concerning 700 
cases in which justice Avas burlesipu'd, to the lamentable injury of 
honest men, ouglii to givn a pang to the most supercilious of 
Ministers, tin* moro that this Minister has to sKluiit at least ono 
grievous blunder. 

One or twm other matters rtvealed in tho debato will no doubt 
be noted by the couutr}’. It will be ivniembeyed Avith what joy th® 
Tory party received Mr. Balfour’s famous return of Sentences 
increased on appeal during the Liberal Administration of 1880-85, 
and how Mr. Balfour was sup^wsed to have completely put hia 
■VoL. 130 .—^No. 2 . ‘ R ^ 



The Westminster Review. 


258 

opponents to rout. Yet it was s’ated by Mr. Morley in moving his 
Vote of Censure, and it has not bee 1 denied, that “ on the face of the 
return it is obvious that in not a single case of pioceeding under the 
Crimes Act, either of 1881 or 1882, was a sentence so increased on 
appeal.” Again the two Ministi'rs with whom mainly rested the 
defence of tht* Government each uiad(‘ a most remarkable admission, 
which, taken together, t(uitt destroy all their boastful claims to 
success in bringing back order to Ireland, illr. Goschen, qviito too 
eager in pumiit of the* quarry, spokt' of “ the trememdous and 
ubiquitous power” of the National beague—not in the past but in 
the present tense—and the Cliiel' S»cretary. uho pretends to have 
“ smashed ” the League, told u^ (juite unconsciously as it seemed, that 
in Ireland “ Crime depends upon ('oercion." A refusal to issue a return 
of the number of derelict farms taken ‘•iuce the Ciiiues Act came into 
operation was not less significant than the'^e a\owals, I'he debate 
may have given a t(‘mporaiy cohesion to the (Toveinment and their 
allies—for, of the Unionists, Sir Kdward A\ atkin alone d(*liberately 
abstained fr03u \oting—but it can liartlly have failed in its puqiose. 
which uas that of focussing the attention of the liritish elector on 
the enormities perpi‘tiMl(>d jti his name Inyoud Hi. Gi orge’s Chanmd. 

Since the \ 01 e of ren‘«in(' uu'' defeate<l in the Comineus, th<‘ l)iik(* 
of Arg^'ll lias earned him''elf nnexpeeled uloiy by gniug the 
Govenunont a per-ional t('<tnu<ini,il in the noil's!* of bord*-. It was 
an unconnuonly pretty comedy in which the Duk*' tigured. Ilis 
own arrangement, he playi d all tin* parts immensely to his own 
satisfaction. t, on relh'ction, tin* result neither pleases tlu* Duke 
nor Lord Salisbnn. whom his Grace patted on the back. Tlie Prime 
Minister shows mi I'Ktreuie Muisifivem ss about tlio platform doings of 
the Opposition leaders which should eiicourag!* them. Alatler for 
siTious criticism grows apace. At tlu* time of writing the iiiqiu‘st< 
is in ])rogr<‘.*is on the death of Mr. ^lamJeville. 'fhe (w idmice tend(‘red 
by four medical m(Mi, tuo of whom saw the deceased in ^’iillarnore, 
casts graie relh'ctums upon b’l'-li jirison julministration, wdiilst tlio 
enicide of the prison doctor is terribly significant. If fhe gaol 
officials do not .sncci'ed in removing flu* serious iuqiression which th(‘ 
inquiry has so far made upon the public mind, fhe conclusion flint 
Mr. Mandevilk* was doin' to d(*ath because he refused to wear tin' 
prison dress, to do the menial duties of fhe cell, and to mix with the 
onlinary ritf-raff of a gaol, will Ix' inevitable, 'fhe plea 0ready 
raised that .Mr. Mandeville could have »*scaped punishment by Obeying 
the regulations w'ill not avail to snvo th(' Go\enimont from the 
gravest censure. It is unfortunate for the (jhii'f Secretary that wo 
know something of the method which he proiiosed to himself in 
contemplfdipu of his present office. According to Mr. Blunt, he 
would not Jfepeat Mr. Forstc'fs farce of simply locking up accusi'd 
persfflts, and, subject to this, allowing them all necessary comforts. 
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The BtJlfourian system was to be “ thorough.” jji^nd “ thorough ” 
it was with poor Mandeville. ThsJ result, howerw, o&unot be agree¬ 
able to Mr. Balfour and his oflfcera. We are vastly deceived if the 
public conscience does not revolt against the rigours of Tullamore. 
fSome day soon the Chief Secretary will have a rude awakening. 

The eviction campaign on the Vandeleur estate in county Clare 
can hardly fail to hasten the disjllu&ion. Horse, foot, and artillery 
have been ordered to assist in removing from their homes the 
better men among the VandeU'iir teuautry, and tlu^ scenes of Bodyke 
are being repeated. Yet the mattter in dispute is by general 
admission a mere bagatelle. The suspicion is natural that a settle¬ 
ment is postponed mertdy for tlio puqiose of striking an effective 
blow at the ortranizatiou whieli (mables the tenantry to make head- 
v\ ay against the landlords. Combination among tenants is distasteful 
to the Irish rent-collector, and the Covemment, with all the Execu¬ 
tive machinery, including tin* summary jurisdiction clauses of the 
Crimes Act, is brought in to crush it. Alrc’ad} Mr. Balfour claims to 
haw thrice defeat i*d the Plan of Campaign. He gi\e', the names of 
the estates and adh< res to his siatemont, 1 homrh Mr. William O’Brien 
declares that lu* has mver hoard of two of the places indicated, 
llecently there have beenshovvi vs of “ paper ’ evictions in Ireland, and, 
as we appivaeli tlu' autumn, tlii ro will be more and more work for Mr. 
Balfour ol tin* t;ype ho is now carrying out in Clare. To serious 
men in Ireland the prospi'ct is reallv alarming. Tin* Homan Catholic 
])relac>, who know tin* necessities of the country as well as anyliody, 
have* formulah'd a joint demand for an Arn ars Bill as (hi* one thing 
essential to get safely through the w inti r mouths. They ask that 
the Land Courts shall have the r of tlu* Scotch Crofters’ 

(Vmmission, and a more ri*asonabIe cl.mn could not bo made*. The 
(lovermnenl, howivi’r, close their cars. ’flii'y offer a siries of 
Drainage Bills for the Bann, the Barrow, and the* Shannon, but 
intimate, in the same breath, that any serious opposition will be 
fatal to these measures. Wo arc* also to have a Bill making 
'iniAlu*!* giant from the English Tri'asury in order to kc'cp alive T.oi^ 
Ashbourne's Land Purchase Scheme, the financial arrangements of 
which are about as unsound as they can be. But the one matter 
for which the Irish people care—this is not to bi* granted 

To be done* with Ireland. It is to be noted that the Papal 
llescript against boycotting and the Plan of Champaign is still in 
suspense. The Pope’s letter explanatory of the reasons which moved 
him to the Decree has been called an apolog)', and it certainly goes 
a long way in that direction. It protests vigorously against the un¬ 
just suspicion which finds him wanting in sympathy for the national 
aspirations of the Irish people, and begs for rather '*t1ian com¬ 
mands the obedience of the faithful to the decree of* the Holy 
Inquisition. Wbeiher the promulgation of the Decree will now take 

11 a* 
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place reiUMns to be seen, but m) lar the Papal injunction, against the 
weapons o^ tbc National Ijeague h.vs. been exclusively for the priests 
and not for the people, Tlie sioualion is a remarkable one, as* 
touching the powers and preroyafvc's of the Pope, and should con ■ 
vinco those stout “ Proles>tanls' <>f tho North of Ireland that Home 
Rule would not neccssaril\ O"!.!!)!!-!! the Pope as King in Ireland 

Upon tho greatin* que<«tion oi public controversy wo have a notable 
leth'r from Mr. Parnell to ^Ir, (Veil Jlhod('s, a (^ipc politician, who 
had ])leaded for such a constitution for Irel.ind as would facilitate 
the federation of the Empire. 'I’lie Irish leader, in ivply, m’ote that 
the (‘xcliision of tho Irish uieiubers in ]\lr. Gladstone’s Home Rule 
Hill was “a deh’ct,” giving colour to tlie unjust accu.satinn.s that tho 
Rill had a separatist teml(Mu_\. He is at. one with ,Mr. Rhodes in 
requiring etfective safegn.irds for the maintenance of Imperial unity, 
nnd his owm bidief is that, if .Mr. Gladstone in his next Home Rule 
Bill .should include pro\i'.ioMs for the retention of the I rush members 
at Westminster, ‘’tlie Iri^li party would cheerfully concur in thein, 
atnd accept tlum in good will and good f.iilh, with the intention of 
taking tlicir .'•li.-iro ill the Impivial partnei'-hip.” Since this letter 
was published .Mr. Gladstone has made vefcrcnice to the same subject, 
and, recalling Ins speech at Sir llnsscw Vhian's ])lace in South Wales 
last recess, has indicated that lu‘ long ago accepted tho principle of 
the rfh'uiion of the Iri''li niembii*'. 'Hie guat thing i.s in the 
public snowal that Mr. Parnell is ])re]iared to acci'pt from Air. 
Gladstone any proper aniendmmil of the Hill of ISSd. 'I’he fact Avas 
never doubted by tliose who knew aiiAthing of tin* inner life of th(’ 
Irish party, but it is us well for the salce of the Unionists, some of 
whom, .at any rate, b.i'-ed tliiir opposition to Home Ihile upon this 
particular ))oint, that the thing should be put ujwii record. W’^hether 
it will influenco ^Ir. Glianibcrlaiii and liis si I to any more fational 
position in thus controversy is, how'CX'r, sulHciently problematical. 

The Government, being des])(vrati ly behind in their AAork alrout 
Iho middle of the month, appropriatf d all tin' tiiiu' of the House, 
and, whilst talking of an autumn session, beg.au ‘ tli(> massacre' of the> 
innocents.” Among the Bills definilily drojiped wi n' tho unhappy 
King Harman Bill,” the twin Bills for a sham n'fonn of the House 
of Ijord.s, and tin* Technical Education Hill. Mr. Balfour showed 
more than his usual Avisdom in conse'ntiug to sacrifice* the Bill for 
provieling the salary of a Parliame'ntaiy Fiule'r-Secn'tary to the 
Irish Office, and we* have now \u*rv prerbably h(*anl the last, of this 
•ne=wdle&s pi-opo,sal. Of course* it, w’as nee*e*ssary to go ou -with the 
Ijocnl Government Bill, but Mr. Smith inlirnatod that the Bill would 
b' further lightened by dro]ipjng Iho clauses setting up the Bubordi- 
lAfce) county anlhorities—the district councils. Tho fiondon clanses 
wcmlrl be kept, and wh -n I lie Bill and Supply had been disposed of 
At was hinted that the House might possibly rise for 'a holiday, 
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coming back at the end of October to conclude tlie work of the 
Bession. The Ijeader of the House thought it was necessary to pass 
a good many more or less useiii^ Bills (including the Bills which had 
been examined by the (Jrand Committees), but it is certain that his 
hopes cannot be wholly rcalizt'd, and a further massacre will no doubt 
be shortly announced. ^I'Ik' hope of an early lioliday did great 
things to cjuicken tin* pace in the work of th(‘ House. In three 
sittings nearly a hundred clauses of the JiOcal Hovernment Bill were 
got through, and th») measure is now in ‘>niooth water. It has, 
however, been so eniasculattd in passing through Committee that, 
according to Sir Wdliani Jlarcourt, the county councils will be little 
better in the extent of their jurisdiction than “an old turnpike 
trust.” 

Of course the councils have no pow'cr of any ''ort over public- 
homes, for the teetotial Unionists found it quiti* easj to \()tc against 
the Sunday Clewing They talk at larce about. “ Imperial 

Sunday closing,” but tln-y may ) cl be glad to take Sunday closing 
tlmmgli the county councils. The pennissive increasi' of the licence 
duties by iO percent h.is also disa^ipeared from the Bill. Again, Mr. 
Chaplin wa-i able to insi'rt amindments which wiped out clansi's trans¬ 
ferring to 1 ho county councils certain pow ers of the eiuitral Government, 
and which ordered that these pow ns should bo gi\cn by Orders 
in Council and with tin* consent of Parliament, Jt is distinctly 
Xjruvided tlinl the count} councils sliall not have auv hand in i duca- 
tion, that they .shall not be able to ]( ml to the sulKirdmate authori¬ 
ties within their areas, and th.it their own borioMing shall never 
exceed one-tenth of the rabalile value of the eoiiiitv. There has 
been great complainl of the (iii.uicial niiangeim nts proixisr d under 
the Bill, which are admitl* illy ho ileft'ctive that a roving commission 
is to be appointed, to put matteis b(‘t\vi*en the towns ai d the countie,s 
on an equitable basis. one or two useful little reforms 

have Ix'oii .accomplishi d in tlu' Bill ^lie appointment of the coroners 
is to be ri moved fixmi the rna'hohh'rs to tlu' county councils, and the 
power of the Coi'iioration of the Cit} of Ijondon to appoint its owm 
judgea—Recorder, Common St'ijcant, and (Commissioner—which has 
led to canvassing by candidates and much lonsecpienk scandal, is 
transferri'd to the Crown. If the London county coiuieil is to have 
aldermen, they are to be in the projxirtion of one-sixth of the directly 
elected memborp, not ono-thircl, as in tlie other cases. There is, 
unhappily, no change in Hit' metropditan ^lolice arrangement.s, so as 
to give direct local control; and the exact ixisition of Iho country 
police, under the joint committee of the magistrates and the county 
council, has yet to bo detailed. Jn a speech at Sir Wilfrid Law’son’s, 
Mr, (iladstcme has spoken w'cll of the amended Bill as far as it goes, 
but ho bints that the next Liberal Govemmont will have a good deal 
of “ filling in ” to do to make it a really comprehensive measure. 
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This is sufficiently obvious, since Mr. Ritchie will promise no fur¬ 
ther measure for next year, save such as will be necessaiy to create 
the subordinate authorities of the counties—^the district councils, 
licensing has to stand over indefinitely, and .with it the division of 
the rates between the owner and occupier, which some years ago 
Mr. Goschen advocated with fer\our. 

As an outcome of the action ‘‘ O’Donnell v. Walter,” heard in the 
Queen's Bench befort* I^ord (’oleridgo, the* charges and allegations of 
the Tmii against ]Mr. ]*arncll and others will at length be brought 
to a competent tribunal for investigation. These charges are 
notorious. !Mr. O’Donnell’s case was somehow' badly manag<'d, and 
ho failed to establish the conlention that he was one of " the consti¬ 
tutional leaders” of the Irish Party, who were admittedly libelled. 
Had the case been pi-opi'rly put befort' tin* (’ourt, wi'i might by this 
time have known the exact charact«>r of the wicked lett<TS]>ublished 
by the Timm as the handiwork of ^\Ir. Parm*!!, Mr. Egan, and others. 
Mr. Parnell was ready to go into tin* box, and attended for two days, 
t'xpecting to be called for the plaintiff. When thi> (’osc was over, he 
promptly repudiated the whole of the Tinu-^' letters as ‘‘palpable and 
undoubted" ioi’geiies, and Air. -MeParth} was abl(‘ to support liim 
in doming that the Irihh leader funiul the money bv which Frank 
Byrne made his escape fnnn the countr\ after tlu* Phoeiiix Park 
tragedy. Subsequently Mr. P.irnell from bis place in Parlianiint 
renewed his demand for a Select Pommittee, and suggested that the 
Committee should bo wliolh coniposi'd of llnulisli and Scotch 
members. Mr. Smith declined to gj\e a commit lee, and in the 
fashion of last \ear refenvd Mr. Parnell to tin* Pourfs. Mr. Parnell 
became pressing, and suddenly, at the instigalion of the Liberal 
ITnionisfs as it is presumed, tJie Go\(U'nment turned round and 
offered a Special Pumndssion of three judges of tlie High (’ourt. The 
offer w'as acceptt*d in jminciple, Init win n the Bill for founding the 
(/ommis^ion was printed, it was disoowiv d that tin* Pommission was 
to inquire into the charg<\s and allegations m:id(‘ agaiust certaiu 
member.s of Parliament “and otlier ]iersons. ’ Ii h.isbeen suirgested 
tliat the last words were an aftcr-thoimlit, and certaiu it is that the 
House of (Vnnmous has primarily only to do with its own members. 
But it w’as necessary to give the Tim/'f —which does not relish the 
Commission—a free hand, and hence tlu‘Bill neither fixed the line of 
inquiry nor the time over which the invesligalitui should range. Mr. 
I’aniell’s anxiety is for bi.s own reputation and t liat of Jus IWliamentary 
colleagues, and ho was naturally angry that a Bill so drawn should 
be thrown at him to accept or leave, “ as he pleased." There may 
be no foundation for the suspicion that the (Joveruroent and the 
aro in colffision on this matter, but it is noteworthy that the 
Attorney-General, who was couii^l for the Times in the O’Donnell 
case, was at a Cabinet meeting when the Commission Bill might 
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have been before Ministers. Clearly the Qbveanioieai ought to limit 
the “ reference ” in the case, and to strike out-of the Bill the wordfi 
“ other persons.” Othonivise the in<iuiry may be intenninablo, and 
by its very length do much prejudice to Mr. J’arnell, who is not 
a wealthy man. When the Tinm complains about being placed 
at a disadvantage, it may be retorted that it saves itself any 
pecuniaiy or penal risks in taking the Commission. A criminal suit 
for libel or a civil action has possible consecjnences which do not 
appertain to tlui decision of the (^^ommission of judges. All that can 
happen to the Txum —for sulj^equeiit proci'edings are bari’ed—is to 
fall into ho])oless disgrace' and di<-credit by being put under the 
stigma of resorting to a policy of moral assabsiuation in order to 
deft'at a political opponent. 

Th<‘ other c\euts and incidents of the month w’ill bear rapid 
survey. In the Tliaiiet election too much vas e'xpccted, and the 
fact that Mr. Knatchbull-lingesM'ii reduced the '^I’oiy majority of 
1885, wlu'n tlu‘Irish rjuestieni nas not bedore the* qpn‘>tiluenciea, must 
be account( mI highly sati‘'factory. J’rogri'ss is going on elsewhere. 
The' lle)iise of (Vaumous lias give'ii thre'o rather notable votes. Di*. 
Cameron’s mot ion for the* disestablishment ed the Scottish Kirk was 
rej«‘Cte“d by oil only iJi a House' of 1(58 members, the majority 
having falh'n fremi 112 in J88(5. Se'vem Libe'ral Unionists, including 
Mr. Chamberlain, went w'itlithe Dise'stablisliers. Since then ]\rr. 'J’. 

Ellis has proiiosi'd to apjily ihe> Irish land sysleun to Wales (this is 
what the demand for a me'asure to fix fair rents really amounts to), 
and has botm ded’e'atesl by 18 veite's only. ilr. hVnuiek’s proposal to 
retnni tei the nneiemt usage* of I’arliaiiie'iit iu paying me-mbers for 
their service's obtained a sym])athe'tic nonl fremi Mr. Cladstone', and 
wns rejected by 02 to Ido. All tlu^e tilings show that I'arliame'nt, 
though much be'hind the const itueueies, is really moving. Tho same 
wgn ought to have been more' complelely observ'd in the* division on 
tho(Miaunel Timni'l Bill. Mr. Smith promised Sir K. W. Watkin that 
the' (piestion should bo le'ft an oiK'n one with the Conservatives; but 
tho President of the Board of Trade* made* a hostilemilitary 
speech, and the Coi('mme-nt whips were* foniid "whipping’’ against 
the tunnel, 'riio de'bale* was, howe*ve*r, ve*ry satisfactorj’, and Mr. 
Oladstono’s sjieoch in fa^our of the* project was ono of the* most 
intere'sting he has deliwred for a long time. Mr. Bradlaugh's Oaths 
Bill is also distinctly a measure of progrt'ss. An unfortunately 
worded amendment^ for which tlio Membt*r for hIortlmmpton,,wa» 
hardly responsible, will no doubt bo remedied later on; and with 
the passing of the Bill an ngly and in sonic respects a disgraceful 
controversy will be finally laid to rest. Henceforward it will be 
possible for any man in theso realms, who docs not act of mere 
frivolity, to make an affirmation instead of taking the oath. It is 
pleasant to know that the misunderstanding which has arisen on the 
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Bill between Mr. Bradlaugh and Uis friends has not been allowed to 
go to extremes. 

The i^tatiou on the question of *ht> cational defences seems to 
slacken, and it must said Ihc Goremment have so far 
held their own in regard' to it. I'Ord Wolseley has given np 
the contention, which we su[)j)o-e(l to be his, that a French 
force of 100,000 men might be g.dheivd on the other side of Iho 
Channel, and be landed on 1 h ‘ south ro.Jst ot‘ Fngland, within 
twenty-four hours, so as to lay hojidoii open to S(*izui*o by stirprise. 
Tie does not think that the tluiig can be done in a single night; 
and the .Prime Minister, upon this supjiosed concession by the 
Adjutant-tieneral, doclan's tli.it the thing cannot be done at all. 
Lord Napier of ^Magdala is, horn a or, with Lord Wolseley, in pro¬ 
claiming that we are liable to in\.‘isioii at any time, for the reason 
that we cannot depeml ujion the flei't to be in anj given place at 
any given time. .Meuntime, an interesting ('xperiinent in naval 
mobilization has bi'eii i.ijiidly and succi'ssfnlly necomjilislied, in 
getting ready, ^\ithin a fived j.ei’iod, the ('liannel and Ueservo 
Squadrons fur a ^cri^ s of niameiu res, in Inch it is proposed to solve 
ci'rtain ver^ ince (pic'-tioiis in iia\id tactics. Ln'-t ^ear a supposed 
oneiny ■^.is nllo\v(*d to h.we his |)oi'ts ^^ith the notion that he 
could be beaten at sea, but the rebult ^\as not \ery satisfactory to 
the British defi iiding forte. Non it is to he seen A\hethor it is not 

more promising plan to block.ide him in his jiorts. 

The gratifjjiig aiiimuiieement is made tli.it the Zulu outbreak, 
AA'liich at one time threatiiied awknard things, is sliOAviiig less 
st*rioUsl\ ; meaiifimo J^ord Salisbury gi\es it as his opinion that the 
Zambesi must be retained as a free riv'er, spite oJ tlie i \cliisive claims 
of Portugal. Gnce auaiu, the troublesome 'I'rafalgar Sipian* question 
i.s hung up ” pending a decision u])on the aaIioIc ease in the {Superior 
(^onrts. -In previons eases the right of public mc< tiim in the square 
has really never b< eii tried, though the judges have delivered olAhr 
•iida apparently Imitile to the public claim. 

The 'j'hird Lambeth ruiifercnce and the I’an-Presbyteriau Council 
have Wen held sbmilfuiK ously in London. It is reported that Iho 
presbyters and bishops Iratcniized in some sort, each body offering 
prayer for the welfare and success ol tlie meuilier'i of the other. 
Here, again, we had that, .spite ot everything, the world ia getting 
on. Tlie tight for shibboleths and creeds may retard, bat cannot 
prev ent, the march of humanity. 



THE LOCAL COVERNMENT ACT 1888. 


The Local Government Bill lias become the Locil (Jmernment Act, 
amid a chorus of congratiil.vtions on both sides alino'jt as great as that 
with which it was introduced. But happily for xtry different, and 
perhaps more subs>tanti.il, reasons. Air, Hitcliie has bi en congratu¬ 
lated on the tact and temper iNliich ho has shonn in piloting the Bill 
through Parliament, because he has in effect gi\en up almost every 
point on whichtlierc was any difference of opinion, lie h.islightened 
the ship by throwing overboil’d almost everything to which, when the 
Bill itself was first introduced, wo took objection as illiberal, and 
where ho did not throw overboil’d tlie cargo altoLmthor. he has kept 
it on board by coiicessinns, volimtaiy or involuntary, which go far to 
remove any bad clniracter it might h.av'e posscsstd. 

In May last wo denounced the licensing ckiiists wifli their pre¬ 
posterous recognition of a claim to a preposterous conipeusaticn as 
likely to be a dead letter, “if intended as anj thing more than an 
attempt to catch temperance voles;” and vvi’ invoked the Liberal 
party to throw them out as iiopeless of traiisformalion into any¬ 
thing better. '^I’he use made of the licensing claust s in tlie Thanet 
election showed that their main object was to try and catch tempe¬ 
rance votes. l[a>ing partly served their purpose, fhey were thrown 
out by Mr. Ritchie under pressure from the T.ibeial party, while the 
contemptible action of Air. (’.line on the Sunday Closing clause shows 
what reliance may In* placed on the Ijiberal jiriiiciplea of so-called 
l/iboral Unionists when the interests of the Ckmborvative party and 
their main supporters, the publicans, have to be considered. 

Wo protested, too, against tlie e\elusion of tlio parishes from the 
Bill, and against the inclusion of district councils, while the b('r ’ds 
of guardians w'ero loft untouched side by side with them. We urged 
the Liberal party to press for parish vestry reform, and the merger of 
the boards of guardians in the district councils; and wo said: “If 
the Government refuse to abolish the guai’di.ins and transfer their 
powers to the district councils, it would be far better to cut tb.e diatrvcAi 
eonucils out of tho Bill altogoilver, and leave them to bt dealt with 
by some one who hod more courage and consistency t^an the half¬ 
hearted promoters of the present Bill.” The Government ijefused to 
adopt either parnchiaf rrform or the merger of the boards of gnardians, 
and wo aie glad to that they hava consequently had to abandon 
VoL. no—Tffft 4 
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the whole of Part III. of their Bill, dealing with district councils. 
They hare promised a separato Bill on the same subject. They 
should be held to their promise. But jl\o Bill which does not transfer 
the power of the boards of guardians, which of all our local bodies, 
with their properly qualifications, their vicious system of election, and 
their r,/‘ officio members, stand most in need of refonn, onght to be 
allowed to pa«-s. And such a Hill must extend to London, and include 
a reform of the Loudon vcstnes and hoards of guardians, and especially 
of the ^Metropolitan Asyluni'i Hoard, which has given rise to scandals 
as great, though unfortunat(*l\ tliey were not ina<le as public, as those 
of the Metropolitan Boanl oi‘ W'orks itself. At the s-arae time, of 
coui’so, that degenerate piece* of antiquity and inhjuify, the Corjwra- 
tion of the City, with its })aiMi)hernalia, on^ht to he abolished, and its 
powers, dignities, and ]n*i\ileges transfi'rred to the London County 
Council, while the idiysical ('ity should h(* placed on tie* same level, and 
governed in the same wa\, as the other districts into nhich London 
ib divided. But it is lio]>?lt‘ss to expeet any reform of this last kind 
from our present masters. All that can he dom* is to ]>ledge every 
member of the new Lomlon ('onuty Coniieil to um* liis utmost efforts 
in that direction. Jt ■will he for the interest of ('very member of 
that council to put an end to tin* farce of jirei ending that some petty 
publican or diberedited archilect in an oh-'Ciire ward of tne old City, 
elected by a lew dozen shopkeepers, represents tin* w'ealtli, the intel¬ 
ligence, or the i>ow('r of the cajiital of tin* Hmpirc and the greatest city 
in the 'vtjrld. 

But whatever the («ov<*innu‘ut may deh'rmine to do or to leave 
uudoue in iTgard to the ('itv of Lomlon. it is certain that their Bill 
for District (^ouncils will be a %(*ry much bettor Bill, because a much 
more liL'i’al ami fai’-rt'aching Hill, than if tlif*y liatl not, in spite of 
all their majority, been bi*at on in argument and whipped and scourged 
by tlie Opposition into w’itlidrawing their uiiserablo pijoposals of 
this year. 

Tim Government are also practically iiledifed tf) do something in 
the way of the divisi«,n of rates between owiii'r ami occupier, and 
the diacosbiftn on the question has distinctly advanced the prospects 
of tlu* eventual taxation of gi*ound-rents in Ijondon. But it must bo 
confessed that on tho financial part, of the bocal (hwernment Bijj 
Imt little (‘H’ect has been prmlnccd by the Opposition. The probate 
duties are to l)o used to subsidize the landlords at the expense of tho 
general taxpayer, and though as a makeweight the succession duty 
has been bliglitiy increased, it is much to be feared that tho difli- 
culty of dealing with the "death duties in a thorough and. statesman¬ 
like manner has been greatly increased by mixing tho question up 
with that of Imcal Government. Similarly, the Excise duties have 
Imett made more difficult to deal with by tho connection now estab¬ 
lished between them and local finance. However, in these days we 
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must bo thankful for small mercies. It is something to liave pnt an 
end to the grants in aid dependent on tho d^tuating pi'essuie of 
squeezable members of Parliament, and to have laid down something 
approaching to a system, even if the system leaves much to bo 
desired. 

Taken as a whole, and considering alike what has been left out 
and wbat has been left in, the Local Government Act is to tht^ 
Liberal party a satisfactory result of the Session of 1888. We said 
when tho Bill was introduced that it was worth having, merely for 
the sake' of two clauses—the 2nd, setting up tlu' Coiu.ty Councils; 
and tho 3Gth, abolishing tho ^Metropolitan Th'ard of AVorka, and 
estabiyiing a central municipality for London; and we urged the 
Liberal party to lix its attention on those central points and insist 
on their becoming lau. The 127 sections of the Ijociil (government 
Act 1888 ore practically little more than an nmi»lilieation of those 
two clauses. With one evco]ition, every other objection ot importance 
which wo took to the constitution and ])owi‘rs of tlu> councils has 
been carried or conceded. I’lio one exce]»tioii is tliat of the selected 
councillors. 'I'hat this anomalous, antifjuated, and absurd institu¬ 
tion has been retaineil in the Act, tluiiigh ha]»pily in a modified 
form, under tho name of county aldermen, is duo ])<irtly to the per¬ 
verse proclivities of ]Mr. JI. 11. I’owler, who on this and another 
iinijox’tant ])oint of iJie Bill has slioun himself le'-s logical and 
liberal tlian his parly had a right to expect. IJecausc Jlr. I'bwler 
and some other of the middle-cla»s borough memhers in tJie House 
have themselves, or their relations and friends, been saxi d thetivviible 
and expense of conteste«l municipal elections In Iht' uul i-democratic 
invention of aldermen in boroughs, tlun have bicome blind to the 
oligarchical andrcactionaiy principle which uiiderlit's the institution, 
and therefore they protested but faintly, if at all, against its intro¬ 
duction into'the County C^onncils. T’hc truth is that Lord Lynd- 
hurst’s far-seeing device has been successful. Privilege anywhere 
and (‘veiywhere sides with privilege, and Lord Lyudhur&t s creation 
of tho privileged class of aldermen in 183-), thougli that class mainly 
consists of nominal Liberals, has enabled Ijord Jijudhurst's spiritual 
successors to spoil the domocratio measure for the creation of county 
councils in 1888 by tho creation of a similar priiilcged class. Un¬ 
fortunately, tho power of the privileged class and tho chances of its 
being elected from the privileged clat'sos in the counties, is far 
gi*eater than in the boronglis. AVe cannot therefore congratulate 
Mr. 11. H. Fowler in hating successfully lielped Air. Hitcbie in giving 
tho lie to his own declaration before the Bill was printed, that there 
aliould only be one door into the County Council, and that tho door 
of popular election*^ Happily, however, in Jjondon the Conservative 
members not being of itho^aldermanic class, combined with the Liberal 
members to restrict &e .proportion of aldermen to one-sixth instrf^nr 
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of one-fourtli, and London will thus be far less committed to the 
extension of this st,upid piece of reactionary privileg?Pthan the rest of 
the country; and as Birmingham in detestation of its aldermanic gang 
of deserters from the Liberal party may soon join with London in 
moving for the complete removal of this disfiguring feature of our so- 
called democratic local governments, it may be hoped that it will 
not long endure. One amelioration of the Municipal Corporations 
Act has, too, been introduced in this matter by forbidding tho 
connty aldermen to vote in the election of aldermen, so that a bare 
majority of the elected members, if they act together, will be able to 
fill the vacancies in the aldermanic body instead of being voted down 
by the unrepresentative body. The drowning of the popular voice 
by the select gentry may not therefore be quite so effective in the 
connty Councils as in the municipal boroughs. In fhis regard we 
are glad that the Government adhered to their original proposal of 
making all the councillors go out together, and!hough it would have 
been better if tlie term had been shortemed from three to two years, 
yet j'c is far more likely that the popular voice will make itself heard 
ii* a complete re-election every three years than under the detestable 
system of retirement by thirds every year. It is this last system 
’ohioh ptevents the muuicij)al boroughs and London vestry elections 
Troui being conducted as fair stand-uj) fights on principles and parties, 
I'.ud tends to turn them into wire-pulling arrangements of persons 
rmd interests. 

Another minor improvement in the liill may be noted in the 
al)olition of the property qualification of tho chairman, and the 
curtailment of his term of office—in spite of tho rejection of Mr. 
Conybf.'are's aineudment to that effect—from three years to one 
year. 

'J'hc Bill has also been considerably lilxu’alized by the transfer in 
tho Act to the county council of the preparation and i-evision of the 
basis or standard of the county rate; in other words, of the valua¬ 
tion. Though rating appeals are still left to the county justices, 
this transfer ought to secure at least some reform in the system of 
valuation of the country palaci's of dnkes, earls, and country gentle¬ 
men, who now, to tlio detriment of their poorer neighbours, escape 
so large a share <jf the local rates through under-valuations. 

But the greatc.st triumph of the ijiberal party and Liberal 
principles in regard to tho county councils hits been the transfer of 
the contrrd of tho chief comstable from tho justices to tho joint 
committee,'of the jiistic(!8 and the connty council. Tho arrange¬ 
ment is of course absurd, and will work badly. But it is a miracle 
of logic and good sense compared with the preposterous proposal 
which we condemned in tho original Bill, of vesting the payment 
'vnd maimgemefit of the police in a joint committee of the justices 
and Ihft council, while the appointment, control, and distriii^al of 
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the chief constable, which is really the main part of the control ot 
the police, was left to the cojinty jostices. Everybody except the 
Government,'.under the sinister influence of Lord Salisbuiy, who 
openly declared his preference for the Continental system of central 
control of the police, and the ultra Tories, from love of the great 
unpaid, saw the mischievous absurdity of this divided control. The 
concentration of the police powers in the joint committee is the first 
step towards its concentration in the county councils alone. The 
further step is one which the next Liberal Government ought to 
take in the golden moments of its first session. Ijord Salisbury and 
the reactionaries look to the despotic or bureaucratic system of the 
Continent for light and leading. All Liberals, and those Conserva¬ 
tives who are really upholders of the Constitution they profess to 
venerate, look upon local control of the police by local responsible 
bodies as the esseuc*' of tlu^ Knglish Constitution, and prefer to 
seek their models rather in the great llepublic of the SVest and 
our own self-governing colonics tlian in the police-ridden despotisms- 
of Europe. The. etfect.s of the European system may Ijt- seen in the 
Mitchclstow'n massacre and Trafalgar Square, anil they .•'r- n^'it 
encouraging to those who love either liberty or order. Air. "lolin 
Morley gained a notable victory when he. bi’at the (.loveriianmt cn 
this vital point, and we look to him to tak(‘ the. necessary eon 
siMjuential step of removi))g the justices altngi'thor from interference 
w'ith the police in the counties, and transferring the Aletropolitart 
police to the London council by the aid of the Liberal majority at 
the next election. The judicial functions of the jiistiees aiv a 
difFereiit matter. Afr. Seale-Ifavne's amendment, doft-afed only bva 
majority of fifty-one, that the county councillors shall be d.P.s, and 
exercise their functions, is, in our opinion, the- proper solution of 
the whole question of county magistrates. But if, on the Conserva¬ 
tive theory, the judicial and administrative functions are to be 
divided between tlie J.P.s and the council, then there can bo no 
question that flie J.P.s ought not to interffere at all in the control 
of the police, w'hich is essentially an administrative fund ion and 
has nothing judicial in it. If the great unpaid were paid judges 
no one would any more dream of giving them the control of the 
police than any one dreams of giving it to the Metropolitan 
police magistrates. If the Govemraent follow^ed the precedent 
they proposed to set before themselves of the Municipal Corpora¬ 
tions Acts, they would of course lia.ve vested the. police manage¬ 
ment in the county council. The present complicated and half¬ 
hearted compromise is the usual result of Tory' reform. Mr, 
Ritchie, at all* events, ..must be thankful to Mr. John Aiorley for 
having at least the compromise workable at all. 

On the other httid, have to regret that two Liberals—Sir Lyon 

Playfair from the nrofesKonal and sfiimtifir* atkI ti tt 
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from, the aldermanic Standpoint—^hare in'one iniportant respect 
seiionsly damaged and do-Hberalized thO Act.- In Mr. Kitchie 

proposed to transfer oatright to the county cohrtcils a large number 
of functions noT\' performed by Government offices. This transfer 
■was but. a miserable tithe of the rae.asui'e of decentralization proposed 
in Sir Charles Dilke's 'draft Bill, which ■w'ould have certainly been 
carried had the penultimate Jiiberal Government not lost itself, 
under Lord Jlrirtington and Mr. Chamberlain’s guidance,, among the 
fleshpots of Egypt, and spent its str(n)gth wandering in the wikh'r- 
ness of the Soudan. 

Even Mr. Bit chic's proposed transfer, meagre as it was, represented 
an important principle aixd set an important precedent. Owing, 
however, to the fov>lish fears «.nt<'rtainc‘d by Sir Jiyon Playfair for 
Ills medical brethren and for sajiitaiy reform, and to the short-sighted 
opportunism of Mr. 11.11.1’owler, no transfer at all has been efi’ected, 
but only power given to efieefc such transfer by provisional orders, 
■to be confirmed and no doubt debati'd ]y Parliament. Thus, an 
important reform which could have been easily carried out with but 
little extr'.fc trouble or talk as part of a large measure, and swallowed 
accordingly by the House of Lords, will be ilivided, delayed, and 
endangered in a number of siuall measures. For, in the first place, 
there will be the initial ditHculty in g-etting the departments, and 
bodie.s concerned to prepare such measures of transfer on a suffi¬ 
ciently liberal scale, and then there will bo the difllculty of driving 
a series of such measures through not only Iho Jjower but the Upper 
House. That this result sliould have been bronglit about by the 
interference of fiibcral members, actuated by distrust of the people 
and popular goveniineut, is greatly to be regretted, alike in the 
interests of the party atul the country. I’lieir action has largely 
contributed to the result that tlio county council rims considerable 
danger of dying of inanition, and becoming contemptible as a 
machine creatc'd with iinmease labour and care meraly to mend 
tho roads and prevent a few bridges from tumbling doftrn. Especially 
this act ion has been of evil omen for the transfer immediately of 
the functions of tho guardians to the disti'ict councils, on the 
iraportanco of whic|^.,wo have already enlarged, and the eventual 
transfer of the busing of the School Boyds in Ijondon and other 
towiis to the county councils, aniHJI'. thh*'^country ^to the district 
councils. Mr. Mundella, index'd, apnear^-^to^j^preijate the latter 
course, but it is inevitfftdy and one. Already 

the School Board elections, evenJ^ soming.the happy 

huntiug-gi'Ound of loquacione refiffign'dl a]^^i^cond<»pate parsons. 
It is much to be feared ensue when the 

S^ool Beard, hitherto the cPISS| Sected body'crflibhdon as 
ij"Whole, iifiiilfa^ ps in the opinkm of 'tp® ^ it had fttoeady sunk, 
into,'a subordinate position by ^ codiedy council. 
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Manchester a^d, Sheffield and other towns aiready show indications 
of the same -tendency;,: M?he way to corre^,it and, to ensure that 
public opinion, shall have its due weight in elementary education, as 
in other mattera, is to add the duti^ of the School Board to the 
other duties of locaU government, and impose them on the same 
public body. Mr. Stansfeld, Mr. John Morley, and Sir William 
Harcourt have perceived this truth and acted upon it. When the 
second scheme of the Local Government Act comes to be published, 
it is to be hoped that no fads or the fancied interests of medicine or 
education will prevent Mr. Mutidella and Sir. Fiyou Playfair and Mr. 
II. II. Fowler from showing that trust in the ptople w^bich is the 
essence of the creed they profess, and (-ndeavouriiig to make our 
local goveimments as jjopular, as strong, and as respected as possible 
by enlarging their functions and sphere of action to include all 
matters of local administration. 

It is _ much to bo regretted from this point of view that the 
number of members of tlie various comity councils was not scheduled 
to the Act, but has been left to the discretion of the Local Govern¬ 
ment Board. 'J''liat Board is more liberal in its views tlian many 
public oflices. But no one ivho really has any in.sido knowledge of 
what permanent oflicials are like can suppose that sucli a matter will 
be dealt with in anything but a bureaucratic spirit, 'fife fact that 
the Board proposed to assign only soventy-eiglit members to the 
London council is significant of tlie s]iirit. in wliicli the matter lias 
been approached by ilr. Bitchin and his official advisers. Even the 
Conservative mt'mbers for London poured scoj-n on such a proposal, 
which would have re-ostablishod the ]\Ietro])olitan Board of Works 
under another name, and they promptly insisted on the numbei’S 
being doubled. The matter has now beeu settled, at all events for 
the present, by Uie adoption of their proposal. But the number is 
not nearly large enough for a tow-n the size of Loudon. It barely 
gives two members for eacli of the Parliamentary divisions with a 
population of 70,000 or more in each. The electoral areas are so large 
that none but men of means or those who ha\ c some personal finan¬ 
cial interest to servo will bo able to contest .hem—a great, and 
probably an intended, disadvantage to the Liberal party. The number 
of the council, too, wiU^e so small that tUe.^.^k will bo exceedingly 
onerous, and.no o|ie ynrois||||p^ble to devote the greater portion of 
his time to tho'^j|i||^l^l IjQ able to serve—another disadvantage to' 
the part^ of men more distinguished* for 

their activity |cr their wealth and leisure. 

Besides that,.thg easily it becomes corrupt, 

and the of rings. The House 

of Conundns in great part to the fact 

that th^e.were always some members 

whom no femfv and no Minister ronld 
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it had not been for the large number of the Common Council of tlie 
City, it would probably long ago have perished. Yet with all the 
experience before him of the danger of small boards, ^3 iben in the 
MetropoHtia.n Board of Works and Asylums Board, 3Ar. Eitchie 
deliberately proposed 78 members for the whole of London and 120 
for the whole of Lancashire with their five millions of population. 
In Lancashire, with fourteen and a half county boroughs taken out, 
the number, though now reduced to 105, is not at first sight so 
inadequate as that proposed for London; but considering the gi*eater 
difficulties in the way of collecting the meinbei*s in one place, the 
practical eftbct would be quitt^ as bad. It is a bureaucratic and 
oligai'chical notion that the smaller the assembly tho better the 
work done. Experience is against it. As soon as any governing 
body becomes too largo for conversation, the larger it is within 
possibilities of debate the belter. Sir "Williiam llarcourt’s proposed 
number of 240 membera foiv council, adapted from 

that of the Common Council of tho City, was not a bit too large 
to ensui’e free criticism and full discussion. Indeed it was. if any¬ 
thing, too small for the necossaiy commitlet! work to be done. 
At no distant date—the abolition of the City CorporationVill be a con¬ 
venient time—we hope that the London council will bi' increased to 
atlea.st 300. We hope that th<‘ democratic members for Lancashire 
and Yorkshire—and in the latter county at least tlu^y mercifully pre¬ 
dominate—will see to it tliat no Tory or official distinist of popular 
assemblies will allow the efiect of a great in.sti(ntioii to bcj whittled 
away by the narrow number of members allotted to it. Circum¬ 
stances have driven Lord »Salisbiiry and his obsequious House of 
Lords to swallow whole without attem])tiiig to mutilate a great 
measure of reform; we ought not to let it be prevented by a side- 
blow from having its full democratic efiect. 

But whatever may be finally settled in this matter, we have at 
least in the Local Government Act 1888 the fii’st instalment of long- 
looked-for legislation in the direction of d<*volalion and tlie restora¬ 
tion to tho people outside the boroughs of the management of their 
own local affairs. It will rest very much with the people themselves, 
the interest they take in the first- elections, and the political character 
of tho representatives th(.-y choose, not only whethc'r this first instal¬ 
ment shall be made the preparation for the satisfactorj^ nature of the 
next instalment, but also whether the county councils themselves shall 
be efficient instruments of popular govemmpnt. 



PARISIAN SOCIETY.^ 


“TjImmortel” is, before all else, a bitter satire on the French 
Acadimie, a satire not altogether undeserved. For it cannot be 
doubted that the great institution founded by Richelieii, and which 
has sonong been the supreme arbiter of all tliat concerns the French 
language and literature, has entered upon a period of decadence. Its 
claims to confer immortality liave begun to be disputed, and, what in 
Paris is far more damaging, to bo ridiculed. !Sr. Alphonse Daudet 
has lobg been known as a leader in this iconoclastic movement, 
holding in equally light esteem the awards and the prohibitions of the 
Acndc/nie, and ever consistently declining to become a candidate for 
one of its much covetedNevertheless, even fi-oin him, we 
should hardly have expected such it, charge, d fond on the ^inu*- 
honoured Tadihit as is contained in UJvudoHcL In a lesser man, 
the undisgni.sed and bitter ho.stility of the attack might bo ascribed 
to personal rancour—tliat ))]aekest of all rancour whieli springs from 
mortified vanit 5 \ But the fame of the illustrious author of tho 
Nabah so far transcends tho petty currency conU'rred by a mere* 
official hall-mark, that it would bo not only unfair but absurd to 
suspect M. Daudet of resenting the fact that the honours which he 
has refused to solicit have not been forcetl upon him. It is more 
reasonable to suppose that his contempftious denunciation of the 
Inditv/, and all tliat pertains to it, is tho deliberate expression of 
his opinion. 

A supposed article, “ Astier-llChu,” from the Dirtionnairc dcs 
Cil^r'Ms Contcmporaines, forms a most skilful entree en wnti^rc. It 
gives the luckless “ Immortel's” own version of his life and literary 
achievements, for each biographical notice in tho Dirtionnairc is 
furnished by its subject. By his own account, then, “ Astier, dit 
Astier-R^hu (Pierre-Alexandre-L^onard),” born in 1816, of humble 
peasants, at.Sauvagnat (Puy-de-Borae) showed from his earliest years 
rare aptitude for history. “ De solides etudes, comme on n’en fait 
plus maintenant,” commenced at the CotUge de liioni, and terminating 
at the JScole Normale StqjSrieurc, won him the ehaire (tliidoire at the 
Lyc6e of Mende, and there he produced the first of that series of 
brilliant historical works, each in turn “ couronni par VAcad^mie 

^ DImmortAf Paritiennet. Far Alphonse Daudet. Paris: Alphonse 

Lemerre, Editem^' 1888 . % 
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F>'anqai&el' wliicli' finally, when the Academic had no more “ crowns” 
to bestow, gahied him admittance to the charmed circle of the 
“ Immortels.” He was, he says, “ d^jft nn peu do la'maison,” having 
married Mile. R6hu, daughter and granddaughter of Academicians, 
her grandfather, lo vCnerable I’aul Il6hu,” bfeing still alive and 
the actual do]^c7i of the Acadhik. The biograpliieal notice winds 
up witli a flourish about the “ noble disintcressemcnt ” with which 
M. Astier-Rohu had resigned his office, as “ Archiviste des Affijires 
Etrangfires,” rather than submit his pen and the impartiality of 
history to “ les exigences di' nos gouvernauts actuels.” In the 
version subjoined by his scarifying biographer, j\[. IJaudet, we leam 
that, so far from resigning his honourable and lucrative post, M. 
Astier was summarfly dismissed—*•' mis a pied comme un simple cocher 
de fiacre ”—^for an unlucky' pliraso in his Histoirc de Maimn 
d^Oi'Uans, where ho spoke of France ‘‘ Ijoiug submerged under the 
flood of deraagogism.” As for his academic triumphs, they w’ere 
due, not to the splendour of his literary achievements—wearisome 
performances which nobody read—but to tlui shameless but clever 
intrigues of his wife, a fact of which tlio poor pompous, thick-witted 
“iminorlel ” had no suspicion, as was proved by his naively remark¬ 
ing the singulhrity of his wife’s roilctl('>i so often smelling of 
tobacco, whereas ho never smoked. ‘‘ Un mol, mon clier,’’ as his 
wife cruelly tells him in tlu*ir last interview, “ fjiil vous a rendu 
plus celebre que tons vos livres."’ He is, no doubt, a ixior specimen of 
humanity; selfish, avaricious, sorilidly ambilious, almost devoid of 
natural affections; laborious indeed, but nul. Yet, 

^ unhappily, ho is one of the least odious chiivacters in the l>ook. 

Madame Astier-Jiehu is a very monster of pervi'rslty; enf irely 
^unscrupulous, mercenary, scheming, trca(du;rous, and jiitiless. Her 
love for her son is Ikt onoiiuoft spot. It cannot be calk-d a ixideeiri- 
ing quality, for in its modes of manifestation it is rat her the devotion 
of a ^^cions slave and accomplice tlian the love of a mother. It 
ennobles neither the giver nor the recipient, for it. neither yields nor 
inspires coufiderico or respect. Tiie son, I’aul Astier, is one of the 
new school wliom the I’arisiaiis have christmied “ nos jolis petita 
HtruffforlifeAm;" young men who attempt to justify the jnost 
ferocious egoism and unscrupulous avidity by invoking the sanction 
of Darwin’s law of the struggle for existoncie. To what base uses 
may great ideas be put! In the ojtening chapter we ai-o present at 
an interview between this well-matched mbthoj'.atid son. The Iike»* 
ness of their characters is seen in their personal resemblance:—“ La 
mSine taille souple, Vooil gria impenetrable, et dans les deux visages 
uno tare ISgCife, h peine visible,* le nez fin, .un peu dfivi^ doanant 
Texpression nat'qnoise, quelque dbose de pas sfir.” The object of 
Paurs visit is to try to pro^re from, pr ^rongh, his mo^er ten 
thoitgafld of wh^cb he stands in prei^iihg need, to support .Ms 
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hand-to-mouth life of ill-gotten and precarioua.4ttxuTy, He never 
approaches her with any bettor motive than “ ha tirer des caiottes,” 
and she, in her debased and perverted maternal love, is ready to 
resort to any infamy, or even to commit a jprime, to minister to his 
slightest whim." In the conversation which ensues between them, 
in which, natural and spontaneous as it seems, every word is skilfully 
adapted at once to bring out the character of the interlocutors, and to 
advance-the story, we hear, for the first time, of a group of person¬ 
ages destined to play important ])arts in the drama. The Princess 
de llosen is a yonng, rich, and beautiful widow, whoso husband had 
been killed in tho expedition of Christian of lllyiia. Her grief, 
at first no doubt deep and genuine, lias degenerated into a 
silly routine of observances comprising nearly every fantastic 
unreality capable of making a mockery of sorrow, such,-for 
instance, as her daily letter addressed to “ Herbert, au Ciol.” 
Another, and less unreasonable, manifestation of her devotion to 
the lost “ Hci’bert ” was tlu^ erection ‘of a gorgeous and costly 
mausoleum, tho details and decoral ions of winch, as tho thing 
turned by degrees from a pious soh-nmity into a plaything, were for 
ever being chang('d and count ernlanded. Now Paul Astier was by 
profession an’ architect, and having obtained a certain voguCj, from 
his mother’s great relations in Socit-ty, and his ow’^n good looks and 
apparent affluence, he was entrusted by tlio youthful priueem with 
the construction of tho famous mausoleum. TJie young people wore 
thus much thrown together. Paul made the most of his oppor¬ 
tunities, for, like all his tribe, liis one ambition was “ hwer unc 
■femme riche.” On Jier side, Madame do llosen thoughtConuno 
il m'aimo ! ot comme il cst bimi! ” hnt was lield backj partly thraugh 
dreaif of making a w6mUi>ynrc, partly because she felt bound and. 
hampered by her own professions of undying sorrow, but most of all 
by the secret prompting of Madame Astioi*-llehii, who, with con¬ 
summate and ]iatient hypocrisy, had established herself as the 
sympathizing friend and confidante of the mourning prvicc^e, and 
had then taken advantage of tlio situation to strike a bargain with a 
certain pri'nc& d’Athis, to put him in possession of tho young widow 
and her millions in consideration of tho sum of 200,000 francs, to 
be paid on delivery. Le Prince d’Athis, commonly known as 
“ Samy ” (meant, we presume, for “ Sammy”), has been for fifteen 
years the amant aUitr4 of the Dnehesso Padovani—another dear 
friend of Madame jA^tier’s, about her own age, but still possessing, 
at fifty-three, considerable attractions. She comes of a great 
Corsican family, and” is immensely rich; has for many years been 
separated from the 4oc,-her husband—an Italian, much, older than 
herself. She is doubtless a faulty woman, but has considerable 
greatness of 'i^aracter^,. She has made “ Samy ” all he is—^endowed 
him with w^tb, pne^^ him by her inflnence into the front rank of 
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diplomacy, guided his aotionsi and eren prompted his words. For, 
in himself, 'he is a • complete nullity—a mere cipher; his whole 
s^k-in-trade consisting'of a long WaCk* beard j “ le dye Anglais” 
in dress and demeanour, including a contemptuous tjupitu^ty which 
serves to cover his want of ideas; and a fixedP dlire which, it is 
rumoured, Bismarck has never been able'to meet. It is true that 
some of the Princes friends offer a different explanation of the 
great Chancellor’s being obliged to turn away his face when the 
French diplomatist addresses him at too close quarters. Fven Paul, 
who is certainly pas tendfe^ exclaims against the cruelty of his 
mother’s^detaching “ son' Samy" from the dnchrssti; but belittle knows 
who it is that is to take her place. With characteristic and 
secretiveness, the motlieir and sou have unconsciously been counter¬ 
mining each other. It is a grimly pathetic situation, when the 
mother learns that by her machinations she has ruined the plans of 
her idolized son, which, if she had but known them, she would have 
given her soul to further. 1'hc edainissement takes place in a 
private box at the “ Fran^*ais.’' “ And how much are you to get ? ” 
asks Paul, cynically. She replies: “ Two hundred thousand francs j 
we shall be rich.” “It costs me twenty millions,” he retorts. A 
personal appeal by Paul to the Princess might ev^n yet retrieve 
matters; for her heart, such as it is, is on his side, and a certain 
tender inteiwiew in poor “ Herbert’s ” unfinished monument, of all 
places in the world, has given the enterprising young architect a 
hold over her. But, nnliickily, (’olette de Rosen has already, in 
compliance with the advdcoof her astute counsellor, left Paris for St. 
Petersburg, whjthcr the Prince rl'Athis is soon to follow, to present 
his credentials a.< French juubassador, and, sliortly after, to mai*ry 
Madame de Rosen. iStill Ihe “petit sf rugrorlifeur ” does not 
despair. 1'he Prince is still in Paris. He seek.s him out and picks 
a quarrel with him, with the deliberate iuteution of kilHug liim; 
fully relying on his own superiority in sword-play. The duel i.s 
admirably told. “ Sarny ” is as inefficient as a diuillist as in all the 
other relations of life. But chance, for once, sets at nought the 
law of “ the survival of the fittest.” Paul—no one knows how—is 
severely wounded in the throat; within an aco of being killed ; and 
“ Samy,” to his surprise and delight, cn est (juitte -pour la peur. But 
even under this unlooked-for mishap, Paul A.stior dot;s not lose sight 
of the main chance. Colette de Rosen is irrecoverably lost, so he 
determines to fall back on the forsaken Maria Antonia, Duchesse de 
Padovani. After a long syncope, he manages to scrawl the following 
words, which one of his seconds engages to deliver to her: “ J’ai voulu 
vous venger, je n’ai pu.” Having thus laid his train, he^.submits 
himself to the doctor’s care with a quiet mind. And this last scheme 
is not flestined to fail. The unhappy dmhem—moret than twenty 
years his, senior—has faith in the simulated love and devotion of the 
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base, cold-hearted, young fortune-huntep, and;*w^ many misgivings 
and hesitations, promises tp mar^ him. We feafei leave of them at 
the mairie, Paul is now M, le' comtev’*—^a papal title, we 
presume,, ,^Poor, proud,.loving, “Mari Anto,” already d^Ulmionneti, 
lookfe so old sand haggard that the anoint, says:—“Nous 
n’attendous plus que Is mariCe.” “ Elle est la, la marife, repond 
la duchesse, s’ayanpant la tote haute.’*' „ 

M. Daudet’s romance deals with two subjects essentially distinct, 
though adihirably blended by his skilful touch: one is the alleged 
worthlessness of the Fi'ench Academie ; the otli(*r, the hj’pocrisy and 
sordid corruption of Parisian society. It is with tlio. latter, almost to 
the exclusion of the former, that we have couci.Tned ourselves in the 
foregoing notice; following, with that intemt, the fortunes of the 
son, Pau| Astier, in profenuice to detailing the struggling squalid 
life aqd the tragic end of the father, Aslicr-llehu, the hapless 
“Immortel” of the story. The reason of our choice is that tho 
picture, of the base depravity of I’arisian high-life—bitter and 
caustic as it is—rgives evidence of the calm impartiality and the 
unclouded insight of genius. It is worth analyzing and dwelling 
upon, for it may rank with such Avorks as Kvnm Hommestan and 
IjCh VQia f/i Exit. Put the same praise cannot be extended to the 
attack on the Amdhnic ; it is marred by acrimony and parti-p'h ; 
the 'condemnation is too wholesale and uudiscrijniuating. That M. 
Daudet’s Academic bears a likeness to the real Arademie is undeniable, 
but it is the likeness—not of a picture—but of a coarse caricature. 



COUNT TOLSTOI’S LIFE AND WOBKS. 


Ix an ago when great, imaginiitivo writers are few and pessimistic, 
natures are inclined to despair oE the llepuhlic of Letters, the dis¬ 
covery that in the depths of Jliissia there lives, unsuspected, a man 
from whoso pen, during the last thirty years, have proceeded works 
of the very highest quality, is suri'ly an event of no smjill moment. 
Before the late Mr. Matthew Arnold’s di'licato shafts of irony had 
roused ns from our satisfaction witli things British and provincial, 
there would have been littlo to wonder at in any denseness of ignor¬ 
ance regarding Continental literature ; but now, wlien our generosity 
towards the unknown is such that wo are only too prone to worship 
at the shrine of the latest French, Ilijidoo, or j:\nierican oracle, it 
may well alibi’d ground for surprise that so little attention has, until 
quite recently, been bestowed upon the illustrious subject of this 
article. A Gautier, a Baudelaire, a James or Howells, obtains not 
only the just praise that fmishod workmanship compels, but that 
generous tribute of onthusisistn which should be reserved for a Scott, 
a Hugo, and we make haste to add, a Tolstoi. Not for a moment 
would we gisidge to any digree of merit its due reward. But we 
must protest alike against the popular (!slimate, which, to quote, the 
folly of tho moment, confounds Stevenson and lla.ggard as it con¬ 
founded Tennyson and Montgomery ; and against tlu' pseudo-scien¬ 
tific estimate which pretends to aboli.sh rank in artistic achievement, 
wliich would sink the judge in the philosopher, and claim for the 
literary monarch and tho literary insect the sanio resjiectful con- 
sideration-.’ 

Three years ago, which of us had heard of Count Leo Tolstoi ? • A 
select circle there may have been to whom his name was familiar j 
but it had not I’cached the ears of the ‘profane crowd, it was cavimHi 
to the circulating library. Now he is read hero by all who read 
French, and in cultivated America, wo might almost say, by all who 
read anything; for the States have been quicker than we to focus 
this EEastem light, and rival translations of his works are competing 
for sale m Boston as they compete in P%ris. In this cou:[^|y,.£!Ofar, 
the xm^oriity tr^t peirforco, to Freneh ’versions; but ©venire War 
and j^eitux .md, Anka ara in m English «g^b homing 

nan^g ^ 'eonjnre^ by, ^Ind, without-^xoessiye presumptiot^ we may 
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anticipate a time when Count Tolstoi's other worki ;he enthroned 
on the shelves of Smith and Mndie.' . jf 

Why this sudden recognition ’.after well-niigi^ S, generation of 
neglect ? “ Qui s’excuse s’aoOTse j ” and we do not attempt to 

palliate an unpardonable sin of omission when we remind our 
Eussian readers that Tolstoi has not, like his great and lamented 
compatriot Turgenietf, tlui good or evil fortune to write in Paris; and 
that, while Eussian civilization is still for Western peoples a sealed 
book, an essential clement in Tolstoi's greatness and the secret of his 
charm, now that it is discovon'd, to foreign readers, is his determined 
concentration on Eussian subjects as judged by a Eussian eye and 
treated from a Eussian standpoint. Turgenietf acted as interpreter 
between East and West, he painted his countrymen for Europe; 
Tolstoi, the Rembrandt of his race, has painted tliem for themselves 
and, in the maturity of time, for humanity. This, his great merit, 
is also, we venttiro to think, one of the reasons why his fame has not 
spread more rapidly. Its recent expansion in France and America, 
and subsequently among ourselves, is more easily e.xplicablo. In the 
zenith of his powers ho has deliberately turned his back upon the 
novel-writing w’luch had made' his reputation, lias devoted himself to 
the advocacy of doctrines ])rimitively Christian, and profoundly, 
though quietly, socialistic, and, practising what ho pmaches, has 
excited among inany sympathizers in many lands tlu‘ interest that 
sincerily in high places never fails to evoke. Jlis experiments in 
equality have been' eagerly w'atched in the two great Rejuiblics, and 
whatever is known in Franco and America is not long unknown in 
(rreat Britain. From his present we haAe turned to his past. A 
scries of talcs, among which at least three must; rank as mastci’pieces, 
at once e.xplain the latest iihase of his career and justify the respectfiil 
attention wit h which it has been followed. 

Why should the countrymen of Richai’dscn, b'cott, and Dickens 
require to look so far atiold for exanqdes in fiction ? It is diffi¬ 
cult to account for the decline of our native novel. But that it has 
declined no one will deny. Search the bevst English iiovels of recent 
date, and where shall wo find any notcwortliy trace of that spiritual 
ascendency, that dignified and lofty toucii, which mark the woi’k of 
a givat age? The high style is all bub extinct among us. We are 
amused, exhilarated, interested; never before Avere avo so well sup¬ 
plied with the condiments of narrative; sketches of scenery and 
society, analyses of the scientific or the socialistic movement succeed 
each other Avith the brilliant and sterile monotony of a kaleidoscope. 
W© expect little, and ' receive in proportion; we do not cry for the 
moon, an^our modesty is rewarded with excellent green cheese! 

The moon still shines, nevertheless, for those Avho can see over 
their chimneys.*^With what a sigh of'relief do we turn from the 
trite and narrow comodmpittce that ekes out our sentimental trilogies 
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to works of a mwe horoic fibre, whose interests ape the real interests 
of life and death, whose aspi radices are of the heaFens heavenly, 
whpsa conclusions are the pure j'rpJn from the gamer of experience, 
sifti^ 1^ a tried and trust} hand! With what zest -we devour, 
with what regret w'o abandou a book, in whose pages we have 
time after time enjoyed that keenest pleasure of the mind—the 
indescribable thrill of delight and astonishment that salutes a stroke 
of supreme and invisible art, placing us in touch with Nature! And 
if, over and above its elevation and its truth, the book sets before us, 
in such vivid outlines as an instinctive feeling tells us must corre¬ 
spond to the reality, whole gimps of typical figures, illustrating a 
national character, hitherto unconceivod, in its infinite variety of 
manner, thought and action, shall wo not hasten to acknowledge 
that here is one of the great masters, before whom ordinaiy merit 
must be dumb, whom to criticize is vain, co admire alone is per¬ 
mitted? Imagine the union of all these qualitii's and you shall 
understand the supremacy which Scott achieved over the Europe of 
om* grandfathers, and that which Tolstoi is winning over the Europe 
of to-day. 

There are many reasons for the growing interest with which 
contemporary Tlussian literature is regardt'd in tins West. The 
tiao of ideas which has, during the last fifty years, been slowly but 
persistently advancing, till under tlio formidable titles of Socialism, 
Communism, and Nihilism, it promises to invade tho whole dominion 
of politics, art, and literature, has nowheri' made such threatening 
strides, and nowhere encountered such a. siill«'u ri‘.sistance, as in tho 
Empire of the Czars. For the moment, llussia takes the posi¬ 
tion which England held in the stweuteenth and France in tho 
eighteenth century; the iH'rfcroulxim. inr/eiiiion, ilic reckless ardour 
for new ideas, political aud social, has migrated from the lands of 
Knox, of Milton, and of llobesi)ierre to another aud a stenier climivto. 
The Rns.sians now, as formerly, live under a gov'cmmont which it 
is the sober truth to style an “ absolute monaicliy tempered by 
assassination.” Tlieir civilization has not yet assumed tho complex 
developments which in more mature social typos disguise sbnple 
issues tod lengthen the process of disintegration and renewal. 
Except in a few black oases they have not emerged from the agri¬ 
cultural into the modern industrial stage. Their classes are more 
broadly distinguished than ours, and between each there is a deeper 
gulf. The strength of their caSte fueling is shown “by the recent- 
ukase, excluding from the higher grades of tho civil service and .the 
army all officers without the stamp of nobility. That such an edict 
should not merely be issued but enforced enables us to reala^' what, 
after all, the Kussutns make si^ndf^ly^lhln when they ^nlrast 
Groans, JEn^li^'and ItaP|^;^th them^lyfes 
gcnt^^ imenf their cm^ is 
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peculiar to themselves and alien to that wjth wl^l^h we are acquainted. 
On this alien civilization the ideas of the ‘V^^^fseconded not only 
by all their own material and immediately trauMlable resources, but 
also by the mobile temperament of ntheir''' new recipients, have 
during two generations been acting with a strangely solvent force. 
Ardently welcomed, but conceived with the inevitable shallownesa of 
the precocious imitator, they have produced in Russia results of 
which their original propagators did not even dream, and the recent 
imaginative literature of the country has been little ^oro than a 
study (but what a study!) of the process of interfusion and the 
violent separation, or gradual assimilation, of the various contending 
elements. In dramatic interest what could surpass the personal 
history of the last four Czars ? The ardent Alexander I., of Triple 
Alliance fame—an incarnation of excellent intention, moral enthu¬ 
siasm, and feeble performance, dying while his hopes wore yet unful¬ 
filled, but not before disillusion had begun to arrive; the stronger 
Nicholas, inheriting with his brother’s crown an ambition destined to 
be trampled in the mire of the Crimea; Alexander II, the liberator,. 
expiating in his own body sins for which he was no more personally 
responsible than for the general order of Nature; his successor, the 
latest apostle of absolute rule, a prisoner in a splendid cage : what a 
spectacle of Fate is hero! In such a chronicle there lurk, unseen but 
ever tremulous beneath the surface, the moving elements of terror 
and pity: and the remoteness of the country, the mystery that still 
shrouds it from the Western eye, the fitful glamour that illuminates 
its Court., all suggest a comparison with the circumstafliC^f^jwbieK, 
enabled .(Eschylus in the Term —solo exception amonj^-^ttiet 
Greek dramas—to draw from contemporary history the 
a noble tragedy. ' 

The Nemesis, whose working may be read in the reverses 
Imperial House, is equally manififst on a grander scale in the rdror 
internal history of Russia. We have all been astonished, times 
without number, by the desperate self-sacrifice, the stoical indifference 
to consequences, the all-but idiotic obstinacy in an apparently hope- 
le.ss cause, displayed by one after another of the group of Nihilistic 
conspirators—the overt representatives of a repressed, but none tho 
less constant, movement of national thought and feeling. It is easy 
for common sense to point out their extravagances: common sense 
never moved mountains. But an impartial review of their attempts 
will hardly fail to result in the conviction, so powerfully brought 
home to the ^der of Turgenieft’s Virgin Soil, that -they do not 
realize the nattfre of theilftask. .Before they can attain the liberty 
for which, in the extreme form corresponding to the existing 
extreme of despptismr would fain be thought contending, they 
have an immense duty^ta perform. They should learn from Mazzini. 
So long as thef are content-?fco “ rihdplify ” themselves by descrading 

Vofc. . 7 .’ 
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to the level, of the peasants on whom they must ultimately rely,, 
and whose apotheosis is an article in their creed, without attemptir^ 
the oorrelatiye process of raising the peasants from the ig^rance and 
apathy which are their present characteristics, their efforts are pre¬ 
mature and are doomed to fail. Caught between the wheels of a 
powerful administration and the suspicious indifference of the class 
from whoso enfranchisement so many of their number dated the 
millennium, they serve but to point the moral of the nineteenth 
century—^that adaptation, correlation, evolution, are laws which Nature 
enforces in the social as in all other spheres, and that, hurry Nature 
as yon will, she does not move the quicker. In Bussin, as we have 
said, the working of this law can be verified with greater ease than 
in our moi*e complex societies, and the superior spirits p-uiong her 
writers have acknowledged the truth, and described with an un¬ 
shrinking, albeit a tender and pitiful touch, llio hopeless struggle 
between man and Nature: the formi^r applying an imperfect diag¬ 
nosis and acting upon a faulty generalization, the latter turning her 
surgiion’s feeble hand in silent mockery against his own bosom, 
and finally crushing him beneath the irresi,stible weight of facts. 
In reading Turgenieff wo realize the meaning of the contest, and 
watch, as from tlio heights of Salamis, tlio scene in the waters below; 
passing to Tolstoi, we are already in thr, iuacc, we bend beneath the 
blows of fate, wo stagger, faU, and for a moment despair. Yet our 
very desperation renews our strength. Our cause, we feel, is just; 
it is our faith that. 13 waning. How to confinn our faith? This is 
49''Wfeich Tolstoi's work is strung from first to last, and the 
echo in which he hears an answer has no novel sound; it has 
burst from many a Christian lip, but has never, perhaps, Ijeen more 
nobly inlerpivted than by Diderot whfn lie said: “ Faites le bien, et 
songez qiie la m'icessite des evtinements est egale sur tous.” 

This determination to look straight at tlu'. facts of life, whether 
national, political, or social, to shirk none of its enigmas, to explain 
it where lie can, aud where he cannot to reflect its glittering facets 
in their cohl and hard reality, is at the root of Tolstoi’s strength, as 
it was at the root of Goethe’s. We have attempted to indicate some 
of the phenomena which, beyond doubt, influence his interpretation. 
In Russia, more than in any Western State, the rendering of life, 
sometimes Cfilled fatalism, but which we should pnjfer to tor™ resig¬ 
nation, appears natural and right; aud Tolstoi is hpre alv one with 
the mass of his countrymen. Hid realism, unlike that 0 (f a declinii^ 
French school, is not the realism of the gutter. From the gatter, 
indeed, he does not recoil, but in it ho sees the image of the sky. 
It is alleged that ho photographs instead of painting; liathd presents 
his readers with a slice of actual life instead of an artistic selection. 
The. analogy ,is false. No literary production can be rightly 00 m- 
p^irod to a photograph. Facts whic^ have once passed throvgh the 
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mechanbm of the hamaa braia are recreate^aoh reproduced, and 
thia “recreation” is tihe function of art.'i'^i^ere is need for % 
modicum of art in an anctioneer'fl list, :%r moi« in a newspaper 
paragraph; but in a novel, in a lengthy criticism of life, for what an 
infinitude ! From the facts that crowd upon the novelist a selection 
must perforce be made, and on his faculty of choice, no less than on 
his faculties of representation and imagination, depends his great¬ 
ness. Let him but have a grotesque, a distorted, a perverted view 
of the relative importance of things and of men—his choice will be at 
fault, and no talent of invention, no vividness of portraiture, will 
give him a claim to supremo rank. Tolstoi, in common with Zola, 
possesses fhe qualities last named. But in the sphere of artistic 
choice Tolstoi’s sup<?riority is simply transcendent. 

There are few exceptions to the rule that an author’s books are 
his best biography. A short sketch of the external facts of Count 
Leo ’Colstoi’s life may, however, be of a certain use and interest. His 
family, originally ennobled by Peter the G-reat in the person of a famous 
and capable Minister, has during the last two hundred years been 
eminent in Russia. In war, art, literature, or the civil service, at least 
five Counts Tolstoi have distinguished themselves during this century. 
The subject of the present sketch was born in 1828, three years after 
the accession of Nicholas. Early left an orphan, he spent his child¬ 
hood on his mother’s estate, until, at the age of fifteen, he was entered 
at the Military School of Kazan. About 1851 he went as an 
artillery officer to the Caucasus. Between that dale and the outbreak 
of -the Crimean War he wrote his first books— of Infancy, 
Childhood and Youth, and The Cos,tael's. At the siege of Sebastopol 
he commanded a battery, an experience of which ho rendered 
account in the sketches called Sclxutopol in December, 1856, and in 
May and Auynst, 1856, and on which he has drawn for many vivid 
pages in his subsequent writings. Ho then for a time enjoyed the 
ordinary life of a Russian noble, as we can picture it after reading 
Anna Karenine. Upon the emancipation of the serfs in 1861, he 
returned from a tour in Western Europe, and for a year remained 
on his estate, fulfilling the duties of a magistrate, and trying to 
educate the new freemen. This proved an irksome task, and he left 
it to visit Siberia. In 1862 or 1863 ho made a happy marriage. 
Since then he has for the most part lived a quiet country life. The 
fifteen years that followed his marriage were spent in constant 
literary activity. Two Generations, Katia, The Storif of a Horse, 
The Frisoncr of the Gaveasus, The Death of Ivan Iliitch and Poli^ 
Tmtehka, appear to belong to this, his most productive period; but 
it is chiefly marked by the composition of his two longest and greatest 
creations— Waa' aibd Peace (1860) and Anm Karenine (1877). 

In 1879, as the author tell us in his Confessions, a complete revolu¬ 
tion began to take place in his* mode of envisaging life. * It is 
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impossible within our limits to describe the process of this conversion, 
tMt most interesting, iierhnps, that, has been recounted since the date of 
Sartor Hesartm. We can only say that Tolstoi assumed and retains a 
position in regard to religion and society which, wUh many diver¬ 
gences on points of detail, is in its general features more analogous 
to that of the early Quakers than to any other with which wo are 
acquainted. He renounced novel-writing, though in the series of 
short tales illustrating the parables of the New Testament, published 
to inculcate his view of Christ’s (Christianity among tlie ix?asantry, 
and circulating perhaps more widely than all his former works put 
together, we can still trace the hand of the master. Part of his day is 
devoted to manual labour in the fields, or at the trade of (Jeorge Fox, 
part to the preparation of a Commentary on the Cospels. His object is 
nothing less than the moral and mental regeneration of hiscountrj’men: 
of the rich through a more ardentand Ijetter directed syni]>athy with the 
poor; of rich and poor alike through a more literal iixterpi’etation of the 
precepts of Christ. He has explained some of the causes that led him to 
his new convictions in liis Con/vsfiio/m mentioned a})ovo. 'J’ho economic 
starting-point of his pn'sent opinions is stated in his volume, is 
ioheJJone? its ndigious aspect in iHiat I Belieir ; and in the strange 
drama entitled I'hr Pmrrs of Dm’knesi, hi! endeavours to paint for 
the peasants whom he loves, admires, and Avonld fain elevate, the 
triumph of the undying principles of religion and morality in a 
nature which seemed for ever lost, so far was it sunk beneath the 
passions of lust, avarice, and selfish enjoyment. 

A man who, .at the age of fifty, can renounce all that has made 
him g’-eat in pursuit of the ideal, is evidently oni* whose biogi'aphy 
is worth atttmtivo consideration. Particularly remarkable is such an 
event in the life of a Russian; for, if one point is more impressive 
than another in the history of recent Russian movements, it is the 
extreme youth of those who, at least in action, have led the van. 
Count Tolstoi’s own novels, not to mention Turgenieff’s, afibrd many 
instances of the rule that, among his countrymen, character is made 
and habit set by forty, and that after maturity is once attained we 
need not look for further changes. Proportionate to the mobility of 
the Russian youth is, in most cases, the fixity of his subsecpient 
opinions. But a connected study of Tolstoi’s works soon reveals the 
secret that his late.'it phase is but a stage of development to which all 
the others have been preparatory. From The CossmUs to j4nfia 
KareninCf we can trace an alternate process of self-questioning, 
temporary reconciliation, and subsequent dis.satiafaction resulting in 
new effort. We are inclined to believe that Tolstoi has a reserve 
stock of surprises, and that some day we shall hear of one more step 
in advance. 

This growth of the soul, as it is the key to Tolstoi’s life, so it is 
tlie great interest of his books. Each of his works is a psychological 
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study; and but for bis xuarvellons gift of action to character, 

or rather of displaying character as, it is dismayed in life, by actio^i j 
but for the infinite variety which his invention lends to the situations 
he describes, we should bo compelled to allow that the psychological 
interest dwarfs the other elements in his romances.- Listen to an 
account of stages of child-life-^the child, under a thin veil, being 
easily recognizable as Tolstoi himself. First, we see tho mere infant, 
tired of ploying; he has fallen asleep in the drawing-room, and his 
mother rouses him:— 

‘“Get \ip, luy (lai’ling, it is your bed-time.' Tier arm embraced me, her 
fingers moved and gently ti<tklod my neck. The room was quiet and only 
half lighted. My nerves were overstrung. Mamma was close by my side; 
I smelt lier perfumes, I hoard her voice. Forced to get up, I wound my 
arms round lier neck, laid my head on her bosom, and said, sleepy as T was: 
* Ah! dear, dear mamma, how I love you ! ’ ” 

A few years, and tho infant’s little range begins to Widen:— 

“ For tho first time I ftdt clearly that we vrere not all tlio world, that our 
family was not the only one, that all interests did not turn on ouis; that, 
in short, there were otlier fiimilics, other men, wlio had nothing in 
common witli us, took no trouble about ns, and did not oven know of our 
existence.” 

His childish miseries, so dai’k, so comical, are relieved by childish 
dreams, llis French tutor, Saint-Jerome, ha.s shut him into the 
black hole of punishment:— 

“ I fancy myself at libei-ty, out of the house. I enlist in the TIussavs, 1 
go to the wars. From behind, on all sides, the enemy attacks me. My 
sabre flashes—to light—to left: one, two, tlu’co of my assailants are cut 
down. At last, overw'helmed by wounds and fatigue, I fall with a shout 
of ‘ Victoiy ! ’ TJio general draws near, and asks, ‘ Who is our deliverer?’ 
They point mo out. Ho falls on my neck and in turn shouts ‘ Victory! ’ with 
tears of joy. J become convalescent .... Soon I am mailo general. Tlie 
Emperor meets mo and asks, ‘ Who is this young man covered with scars? ’ 
He is iifformed it is tho famous hero Nicholas. And the Emperor says, 

‘ 1 thank you. Speak : 1 will grant whatever you request.’ I bow respect¬ 
fully, lean on my sword and reply, ‘ I am happy, great Emperor, to have 
shed my blood for my country. My only desire is to die for it. But since 
I am permitted to make a rwjuest, allow mo to annihilate my special enemy, 
the foreigner, Saint-Jerome 1 ’ ” 

We follow him in the formation of his first friendships—bis 
clmraoteristic quality of candour exercising a strong attraction over 
a certain class of minds. The delightful camaraderie^ so foreign in 
many of its manifestations to our ideas, which is a marked feature 
in continental student life, is charmingly described by both Turge- 
nieff and Tolstoi, but never better than in the narration of Nicholas’ 
first introduction to the university. An exquisite sense of the 
humorous side of initiation into knowledge of the world of men and 
women char^tenzes ^11 the later sketches contained in the Becollee- 
iions. What could be finer than^this picture of the unpremeditated 
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falsehoods into which the shy, nervous, excitable young dibutant is 
surprised ? He has justi obtained his student’s uniform, and feels 
bound to maintain its dignity:— 

“ The Prince Ivan Ivanovitch, I said, was one of my nearest relations ; 
I had dined that d:iy at his house; he had even invited me to spend the 
entire summer with him, but I had refused, since I already knew his home 
by heart: I had often been there, .and was no longer interested in all its 
fine gates and bridges, for I never could enduro luxury, particularly in the 
country. In the country, I thought, everything should bo countrified. 
After launching this long and comidex falsehood, I blushed so deeply that 
every one at once saw that I had lied. Varegnka and Hophia turned away, 
and changed the conversation, with an expression which 1 have often since 
noticed on the faces of kindly 2 >euple when a young man begins to lie with 
assurance—an expression which may be thus translated : ‘ We know quite 
well he is fibbing; why should ho fib so, poor boy ? ’ ” 

“ It is as true as it is inexplicable,” says Turgenieff, “ that the 
Russians are the most invet('rate. liars in the universe ; and yet they 
love and esteem nothing so much as the truth.” This national 
quality is one which Tolstoi takt'.s a particular delight in exhibiting 
in action. His young heroes open their lips to speak the truth, and 
in its very utterance the truth they meant to tell is transformed 
into fiction. 

Nicholas, of course, falls in love once, twice, and thrice, and is 
only, sorry, as each new flame devours the others, that not more than 
one can burn at the same moment. 13ut w'o must not linger any 
longer over this charming book, so instructive in its revelations of 
the author's character and method. Before leaving it let us merely 
invite the reader’s attention to the chapter called “ Coinme il faut,” 
in which he will find an account of the estimat«‘ of life which tho 
title implies, and to the subsequent ch.ipter “A New Comrade,” in 
which that estimate, hitherto blindly accepted, is for tho first time 
shaken in Nicholas’s young mind. Corning events cast their 
shadows before. * 

In one respect Tolstoi has never excelled The Cossacks, a book 
which made an epoch in Russian literature: even now it remains his 
artistic chef d’emire. The piece is very short, ft describes the Visit 
of Olenine, a young Russian officer of noble birth, sick of clubs and 
life about town, to the virgin country of tho Cossacks. ^/T^ro he 
falls in love with Marianna, the daughter of the peasant farmer in whose 
bouse he is quartered—an exquisite creation, recalling the Mireio 
of the Provenpal poet, Mistral. The gradual growth of his passion, 
his attempts to master it, bis friendship with the old hunter Jerochka, 
his determination to marry the girl, her apparent consent, the care¬ 
less contempt of his Cossack rival Lucas, and the dinouement, showing 
the unreality of the whole affair and the riippassable gulf between 
the wild creature and the tame—all are touched and tedd with Uie 
Of inimitable art. ' ^ 
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“Men,” thouglit Olenine,.“live here accordjjQg'tp the laws of Nature; 
they are bom, beget children, fight, eat, drinks ehijoy life, die, and know 
no laws other than those imposed by Nature on the planets, on vegetation, 
and on animals alike. Th(»e men seemed to;him better, more energetic, 
more independent than himself: comparing himself with them he was 
seized with shame and pity. An idea struck him : he would break entirely 
with his past, buy a hut and cattle, marry a Cossack girl—>not Marianna, 
her he would leave to Lucas—and live with Jerochka, hunting, fishing, 
and taking part in the Cossack expeditions. ‘ Why hesitated why wait!’ 
he asked himself. He was ashamed hi stand in need of prompting. Why 
fear to do what was just and reasonable ? What sin could there be in 
becoming Cossack pure and .simple, in living according to Nature,, harming 
none—nay, doing good ? What an advance upon his old ambition for an 
official or military grade ! Yet a hidden voice bade him halt. He felt 
confusedly that he would not bo content with Jerochka’s or Lucas’ life, 
that there was another sort of happiness called devotion and self-sacri¬ 
fice.He changed his mind, clung anew to the idea of renouncement, 

and again looked down with a placid pride upon men and their enjoy¬ 
ments.” 

That is the first struggle. Here is the final decision:— 

“Self sacrifice! Wluit folly! It is meic pride, a desire to escape the 
sufferings that 1 deserve, the jealousy that another’.s happiness inspires in 
me. Why live for my neighbour, why spend my life in doing good, when 
I only love myself, an<l myself h.avo but one desire, to love her, Marianna, 

and to live in her existence.I am carried on by an inusistiblo force. 

I suffer, but I exist: formerly I was dead.This vei-y day 1 will go 

and tell her all! " 

There is the civilized man. Now listen to the Cossacks—Lucas 
to Marianna:— 

«< Why alway.s wait and wait ? Don’t I love you enough ? Make of 
me what you will,’ sjiid he, in a transport of passion, seizing the girl’s two 
hands. 0 

" Marianna’s face did not change ; she remained calm. ‘ Don’t talk 
nonsense, Loukachka, but listen to me,’ she said, without withdrawing her 
hands, but holding the Cos-sack at his di.stance. ‘ I am only a girl, but 
you ought to listen to mo. 1 am not my own mistress; if you love me, 
listen to me. Let my himd.s go; I have something to tell you. I will 
marty you—yes; but meanwliilo let your follies be for others.’ 

“ * You will marry me ; yes, they will settle that without us—but love 
me, Marianouchka,’ said Lucas, sweetly and humbly, all his anger gone— 
and bo eyed the giil Avith a tender smile. 

“ Marianna threw herself upon him, and kissed him on the lips. 
‘Darling!’ she murmured, with a convulsive embrace. Then she tore 
herself from his arms, rim away without looking behind her, and re¬ 
entered the courtyard.” 

In The Co$sack$ we see definitely Tolstoi’s determination, from 
which he has never swerved, to present life as it is, to have done 
with romantic flights, and to picture the truth in all its alternations 
of happiness and mis^; to admit, indeed., the ideal, without which. 
, 1^0 true x^resen^tiopol life is possible, because without .^ we cannot 
live; ,hat not., to ^guise the limitotions which hamper its quest and 
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the sad necessities that chain us to realit^r. If one of the chief 
elements in humour is precisely this grasp of the contrast between 
effort and performance, and if those are the greatest humorists who, 
seeing the fatal absurdity of life, retain their sane and healthy view 
of its value and importance, there are few humorists to compare 
with Tolstoi. C’est une fante commune,’-’ says Vauvenargue, in his 
dry but trenchant manner; lorscjue on fait un plan, do songer aux 
choses sans songer^ soi.” Tolstoi’s works may in one aspect be called 
a commentary on this text, often amusing, not to say rollicking, in 
its play of fun and fancy; often pathetic, leaning, as a rule, to 
mercy’s pai't, and never cniel oven when pitilessly just to the poor 
Alnaschar side of human nature. 

AVe must pass rapidly over the intermediate tales before approach¬ 
ing the greatest, of all. The pictures of iSchadopol during the Siege 
have an extraordinary vividness, and slumld bo particularly interest¬ 
ing to British readers. Never, perhaps, were the horrors of modern 
w'ar so graphically illustrated, unle.ss it be in the paintings of 
Tolstoi’s countryman, the artist A'erestchagin. As the author says: 
“ The hero of my narrative, whoin I love w'ith all the force of my 
soul, whom I have tried to represent in all his beauty, who has been, 

is, and ever shall be beautiful—my hero is the Truth.” AVe have 
read few more pathetic scenes than those with which the third 
sketch, Sfbadigxd in Avgust 1855, draws to a close, describing the 
deaths of the two brothers w'hose fortunes during the siege the 
preceding pages have recounted. 

J3eath, indeed, exercises a strange, if not a morbid fascination, 
over the more sombre side of Tolstois genius. lie takes a grim 
pleasure in liringing his lieroes fage to face with the inevitable 
spectre. Already in childhood his alhr ego, Nicholas, has confronted 

it. •* Rellectiiig that death awaits us at each hour, at each minute, I 
told myself that man can only be happy if he profits by the present 
without dreaming of the future, and I could not understand how 
others had foiled to comprehend this simple truth.” To Olenine, in 
The Oossadcs, the thought comes in a moment of imagined peril; 
‘Mfe w'as seized with panic; he feared, and began to pray. Above 
all, he dreaded death before fulfilling any useful work; he ardently 
desired to live, and to live in order to perform some great act of 
self-sacrifice.” The boy officer, in Sdutslopol, every inch a soldier, 
has a similar experience: “ Sleep fled from his eyes; but suddenly 
the thought of an omnipotent God, who sees all and who hears each 
prayer, welled up clear and distinct in the midst of his reveries ; he 
fell on his knees, crossed himself, and joined his hands as he had been 
taught in childhood. This simple gesture gave birth to a sentiment 
of infinite sweetness, long forgotten.” We may say without exagf- 
goration that the Angel of Death hovers over the whole of this weii^ 
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description of the most prolonged and terrible struggle of modem 
warfare. Other sketches avowedly centre round the same dread 
topic. Tht Death of Ivan Iliitch is a painful’account of a last 
illness; the agony of the sufferer, the helplessness of his relations, 
the gulf between hope and despair, even wider than that which 
severs life from death, and the final relief when all is over, are 
painted with a truth that would be cruel but for the moral that 
shines from the whole—^the emptiness of a selfish life. Elsewhere 
the contrast is drawn in the descriiftion of a peasant’s death—not 
greeted with either joy or despair, but calmly met as the inevitable 
close of a strenuous career alike by the dying man and by his friends. 

Katia and Polikouchlca are equally I'craarkable for their adherence 
to a prosaic, and, in the latter case, a painful reality. The moody, silent 
orphan Katia, brought up by hei governess in a country-house, where 
the monotony is broken only by the occasional visit of her guardian, 
her dead father’s friend; the sudden awakening from isolation into 
a romantic love, inspired and secretly returned by this guardian 
himself; their engagement and marriage; their episode of ideal 
happiness, followed by a period of comparative estrangement, and 
the final transformation of their old love, long since dead, into a 
perhaps sounder, certainly a less ethereal affection: each chapter is 
told with the pow('r of Charlotte Brontii, bat how different the con¬ 
clusions from those of Jane, Eyre ! Polikouchka, the later story, is 
one of Tolstoi’s peasant studies—a village tragedy whose lesson, as 
we read it, is the danger of foolish favouritism, and the penalties it 
may entail, not mei*ely on the favourite, but on his house and 
friends. 

We now reach the work in which Tolstoi’s genius lias perhaps 
reached its highest elevation, though its lliglit is less sustained than 
in Anna Karenine —the curious combination of novel and history 
called War and Peace. It must be acknowledged that this book 
has the faulf of excessiv'e length. It recalls tlie llichardsonian epic 
rather than the terse and nimble-footed tales which content tJie 
modest .ambitions of the nineteenth-century reader. The back¬ 
ground of the group of stories that are here combined is the Russia 
of the Napoleonic age. It is difficult for a foreigner to imagine 
any phase of the national life during that epoch which is left 
untouched. The Court and the camp, town and country, nobles and 
peasants—all are sketched in with the same broad and sure outline. 
We pass at a leap from a soiree to a battlefield, from a mud hovel 
to a palace, from idyll to Saturnalia. As we summon our recollec¬ 
tions of this prodigal outpouring of a careless genius, a troop of 
characters as lifelike as any in Scott or in Shakespeare defile before 
our mental eye. The Rostov family, surely the most lovable in 
modern fiction, appears and disappears, ’and returns anew os the 
ohanning children^ whoih we see when ^ the curtain rises attun 
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yoQtli and enter the great world, the boys to fight, and one of them, 
alas! to die; the girls to spell the old story of love given and 
taken, stolen and ’renounced, in its changing tones of joy, sadness, 
and despair. We salute the old Count, expensi^ even in his 
economies; the Countess, a very pattern ef motherhood; the 
unsympathetic sister Vera, whose marriage with Berg, the careful 
German, the family frankly accepts as a relief; Nicholas, the 
hero in spite of himself, whose simple patriotism and bravery are 
as admirable as his unconscious*braggadocio is absurd; the gentle 
Sonia, the daughter of the Countess’ proteoee, and Nicholas’ first 
love ; Petia, the little bn^ther, who all but runs away to tho war 
that tajces his life, and with it all the sunshine from his mother’s; 
and last, but most entrancing of all, tho girl whoso character is 
Tolstoi’s highest achievement, and, we venture to say, one of the 
glories of literature, Natacha. ’Uo her we shall return. Against 
this family another is set as a foil, that of tho old prince, Bolkonsky, 
a fretful martinet, venomous in pixiportion to his affection. 
Bolkonsky’s son. Prince Andrew, and another typically Knssian 
figure, Count Peter Besoukhov, are with Nicholas tho chief heroes 
of the book. Tho study of Prince Andrew is one of those psycho¬ 
logical histories in which Tolstoi excels. Married young to a 
woman whom ho loves, but who is incapable of understanding his 
deep and powerful natun*, he leaves her to join his regiment, returns 
to find himself alone with a motherless infant, and for a time seeks 
consolation in war and politics. Just as ho thinks he has attained 
peace, fate brings Natacha across his path, and in his love for this 
young girl, at first repressi'd, then rising in an irresistible tide of 
mature passion; in the new vista of life and happiness which it 
discloses; in the realization of his liopes of winning her love, tho 
subsequent separation for a year at his father's desire, and the life’s 
tragedy to which It h*ads, Tolstoi finds endh'ss opportunities of in¬ 
culcating his favourite themes—tho mastery of circumstance over 
will and desire, the weakness of man in the front of things, and the 
neccs.sity of resignation. 

A kindred moral is drawn from the history of Peter Besoukhov. 
After a youtli, in which riot and aspiration are curiously blent, this 
ungainly inheritor of enonnous wealth is dragooned into a marriage 
with a woman of fascinating personal attractions, but totally devoid 
of soul, and at heart as indifferent to him as he is to her. Such a 
union bears its natural fniits. Peter separates from his wtfe, and, 
like his friend Prince Andrew, seeks abroad and in society the happi¬ 
ness he cannot look for at home. Weary of excess, he finds a* tem¬ 
porary moral stimulus in Freemasonry, and, when this likewise turns 
out to be vwity, costs himself in a frenzy of despair between the 
armies of Napoleon and the Czar. He sees as a spectator the battle of 
]^(»Ddiiio and l^e burning of Moscow, ehares as a prisoner the terrible 
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retreat of the Grand Army, and ©yentnally retnc^.home unscathed in 
body and purified in soul by the fiery o^eai which he has 

passed. In the lesson of faith and courage • which he learns from 
the simple peasant, who is one of the comrades of his privations, and 
whoso death, just bofiore the other prisoners are rescued, is one of the 
most pathetic incidents of the book, we again see the theory of 
“ simplification ” at work. Its place in modern Russian thought and 
life has indeed been justly compared with that taken by the “ return 
to nature ” in the French movement^ of the last century. 

Before continuing the history of Prince Andrew, we must revert 
to Natacha. Let us introduce her. The scene is in a drawing¬ 
room. 

“ All of a sadden a noise was heard as though several people were rush¬ 
ing across the adjoining room, a chair was knocked over, and a little girl of 
thirteen, holding up in one liand the skirt of her muslin robe, in which some¬ 
thing WQs hidden, ran into the very centre of the drawing-room, and there 
came to a sudden halt. It was clear that a frantic rush had carried her 

further than she intended.The little girl, with her black eyes and 

her large mouth, seemed rather plain than pretty, but to counterbalance 
tliis her vivacity was extraordinary. The movements of her shoulders, 
still panting in the loose corsage, showed she had been running; black 
ringlets, all in disorder, fell over her back; her bare arms wore slim and 
slender; lace trimmings still appeared lieneath her frock, and the little feet 
were in shoos, in a wor<l, she was at that age, fraught with expectation, 
when the girl is no more a cliild but not yet a woman. Escaping from her 
father’s arms, she (lung herself on her mother without paying the slightest 
heed to her rebuke, and, hiding her fieiy face in the Inco that covered the 
Countess’ mantle, broke into an uncontrollable burst of laughter and began 
in gasps to toll some story about the doll which she produced from her 
skirt,” 

This passionate little mortal develops into a lovely girl with a 
voice of unusual compass and expression. Her brother Nicholas 
comes home one evening in a mood of utter despair, disgusted with 
the world and with himself, because, yielding to a momentary temp¬ 
tation, he has lost far more over, cards than his father, as he knows, 
can well afford to pay. Natacha begins to sing, in her sweet tones, 
half child’s, half woman’s. 

“ ‘What can it be ? ’ thought Nicholas, hearing her sing thus, and opening 
astonished eyes, ‘ What can it be, what has happened to her 1 How she 
sings 1 * Fo^etting everything, he waited with a feverish impatience for 
the next note, and for one moment his universe lay in the triple time of the 
“ 0 mio crudele aftetto.” ‘ How absurd,’ ho thought, ‘ is our existence I 
Misfortune, money, hatred, honour—all that is less than nothing; here is 
the real, the true. My darling Natacha 1 Lot us seo whether she will 
reach the “ si.” She has reached it, hurrah! ’ And to strengthen the * si * 
he accompanied it in the third. ‘What happiness,* he cried, ‘I have 
taken it tool’ and the yibthtion of this third awoke the best and 
purest feelings of his soul. Compared with this djvine'sensation, what trifles 
were his losses at cards, his promise to pay! ” 

.. Fiipoe AiL4i:ew ike, Bostevs. Unable to sleep, be opeiw big 
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window and enjoys the fresh night air of summer. Suddenly, from 
the floor above, he hears the sound of women’s voices. It is Natacha 
and Sonia. ^ 

“ 'Oaoe more, only once,’ said one of the voices, which Prince Andrew 
immediately recognued. 

“ ‘ But when will you go to sleep, Natacha 1 ’ replied the other. 

“ * If I cannot sleep it is no fault of mine .... once more.’ . . . And 

the two voices murmured together the refrain of a romance. 

“ ‘ How beautiful it is I Now let us sleep.’ 

“ ‘ Sleep if you can; I cannot.’ 

The Prince could hear the light rustling of the .speaker's gown, and even 
her breathing, for she must have been leaning over the window sill. All 
was silent and peaceful: the shadows and lights cast by the moon appeared 
strong in their stillness. Prince Andrew feared by any movement to betray 
his involuntary presence. 

“‘Sonia, Sonia,’ resumed the first voice, ‘how can you sleep] Look, 
look, how lovely, how beautiful! Wake up,’ and she added, %vith emotion, 
‘There never was a night so ravishing, never, never! ’ Sonia’s voice mui*- 
mured a reply. * Oh! come, look .at the moon, my darling, my sweet, my 
only pet; do come ! Stand on tiptoe; put your knees together; there is 
room for two if you press close together, you see, so ! 13o careful, you will 

fall.* Then there was sometliing like a struggle, aud Sonia’s discontented 
voice began agriin : ‘ Do you know it is nearly two o’clock] ’ 

“ ‘ Oh 1 you are spoiling all my pleasure ; go away, go away.’ 

“ The silence recommenced, but Prince Andrew felt by her light move¬ 
ments and her sigh.s that she was .still there. 

“ ‘ How wonderful, wonderful! ’ she exclaimed suddenly. ‘ To bed, then, 
since 1 must.’ And she closed the cfisement with a mttle.” 

We h.ave not space to tell all the sequel. Suffice it to say that 
the impetuous, un(lisci])lined girl, during the prolonged absence of 
her true lover, Prince Andrew, falls under the influence of the 
heartless and fascinating brother of ]'*et('r Besoukhov’s fascinating 
wife. The episode i.s similar to that of Kitty and Wronsky in Anna 
Knrcninc; but the effects on Natacha’s chaivacter art* life-long. 
An elopement is planned, and, happily, frustrated. The ]x)or gii-l 
Avakea from her dream, realizes that she lias been the dupe of a 
scoundrel, and, in an agony of shame and so If-contempt, learns for 
the first time that to live in the present moment is not enough— 
that principle is no less neces.sary than emotion. Her moral 
nature gradually recovers its balance, and Avhen J’rince Andrew, 
mortally wounded, agaiir by a strange coincidence comes within her 
reach, she; is ready to nurse him through his last sufferings with a 
transfigured devotion wliich at once comprehends and excludes the 
unchastened passion of her early love. She receives her reward, as 
the following passage, the last that Ave can quote, will show : 

“Prince Andrew lost consciousness. When he came back to himself 
Natacha, the real Natacha, she, whom of all beings he longed to love with 
that pure and divine affection which had just been revealed to him, 
Natacha was there, on her knees, in front of him. He realized her presence 
e»o clearly, that he experienced no surprise, but merely an ineffitble sensa¬ 
tion of happinees. Natacha, terrified, dared not stir; she tried to stifle 
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her sobs, and a slight tremor passed over her palfr Prince Andrew 
heaved a sigh of relief, smiled, and offered her his|£Gttid. * You!' he said. 

‘ What happiness! ’ Natacha pressed close beside him, gently took his 
hand and kissed it, though her lips hardly touched it. ‘ Forgive me,’ she 
murmured, raising her head \ * forgive me! * *1 love you ! ’ so,id he. 

‘ Forgive me! ’ ‘ What have I to forgive 1 ’ * Forgive what I have 
done,’ said Natacha, very low and with a painful effort. * I love you more 
than ever,’ replied Prince Andrew, taking her head to look into W eyes, 
which timidly gazed at his through tears of joy, and blazed with love and 
pity.” 

We shall not indicate the closing scenes of the book, serene, like 
those of most great novels, in their acceptance of average worka¬ 
day life as the natural lot of man. Nor do we propose to do more 
than mention Tolstoi’s last novel, Anna Karcninc. It is better 
known in this country than his earlier works, and has had the 
unique advantage of recent analysis by the pen of the lamented 
chief of English criticism. If the present sketch of the greatest of 
living novelists should add one or two more to the number of Tolstoi's 
admirers, its intention will be amply realized. 



CHINA: A NEW DEPARTURE. 


If there is one feature in Chinese polity that has been admired in 
Europe with unqualified approval, it is the public examinations through 
which every Chinese must pass if ho would enter official life or would 
obtain a degree giving him the cachet of an educated gentleman. 
Nor can anything seem more excellent, in theory, than a system 
which sends the elect of districts to compete in the capital of the 
Px’ovince, and the elect of provinces to compote in the capital of the 
Empire, for the literary honours which proxnlse them a career, and 
which assure to the State a choice of educated seiwants. The senti¬ 
ment on which this competitive system is founded is that only “ the 
wise and able should rule,” and it would seem difficult to devise a 
better method of bringing the wise and aide to the fore. “ The 
first effect of the system,” writes a sinologue ^ than whom few are 
more familiar with Chinese customs, “ is the ostablishmeut of schools 
in evisry village, town, and city—two, three, or twenty, in proportion 
to the population. The next eflect is the drafting of the brighter 
boys to the list of candidates for degrees. ^J'lie third effect is the 
sifting of those candidates; and the test is threefold; not merely 
scholarship, but excellence in letters combined with good moral 
character and good blood: for every aspirant requires to show a 
pedigree nnsoiled through three generations, and also that his forbears 
do not belong to any of the tabooed classes, such as play-actors, 
barbers, and executioners.” These precautions apart, the examinations 
fulfil the great boast of democracy, by providing an opening for 
talent in every grade of society, aiid have acted as a Btimulus to 
education during at least thirteen centuries. 

Supposing everything as regards the genealogical tree and the 
personal rcjputation of the candidates is satisfactory, “ they begin 
their student’s course by going up twice every three years to be ex¬ 
amined in the chief city of their district, also twice in three years to 
the chief city of their department.” These examinations, however, 
are merely initiatory and confer no degree. The real trial qf strength 
begins when the official examiner for the entire province 7iait| the 
prefectural mtf. “,The number which assembles at these examina¬ 
tions differs Imrgely in different provinces, ranging from 3000 up to 
^ The LUerait qf China, and Bow to Sleet tltem." By the KeV. A. WiHiamBon. LL-P. 
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12 , 000 .” The proportion of places or degro^w. jsbfcainahle likewise 
varies from, sky, 1 in 40 or 50 to 1 in 80 or 100. 

“Those who gain this degree (called Siu-tsai, or Budding Talent’), 
assemble again once every three years at the capital the province, to 
compete for the second or Kui-jen degree (equal to our M.A.). Here the 
chances are still fewer. About 8000 or 10,000 present themselves, but only 
64 (in Shantung, g.^.) can ‘leap the dragon gate,’ as it is called, and enter 

the arena for future competition.These Kui-jen examinations are 

held simultaneously at the capital of each province; and the proud victors 
proceed to Peking in the following spring, to contend for the third degree, 
called the Tsin-Shi (= LL.D.), whicli means ‘ fit for ofiice.’ In this third 
intellectual tournament the competitor enters the list with similarly picked 
men from all the provinces of Chinn. The number varies from 8000 to 10,000, 

and there are from 200 to 400 places.The prize-men in this contest 

again assemble for a final bout before the Emperor himself, who eliminates 
eighteen or so [called IlanlinJ, and from these selects .... first, second, and 

third wranglcivs.These are fetusted by the Emperor, their names are 

carried by expresses throughout the whole country, and for the time being 
they are the lieroes of the empire. And they de.serve to bo so ; for observe, 
they are not the wranglera of one \iniver,sity only but of the whole nation, 
and not a small nation, but one equal to EiirojK), and not annuals, but the 
choicest outcome of three years; so that they stand as if they were victors 
in a contest in w’hioh .all the liigh-degi'ee men and prize-men in every nation 
in Europe assembled triennially to compote for supremacy.” 

Surely, concludes Dr. Williamson, those who could cariy off the 
laurels in such a contest must bo of high intellectual power and of 
rare attainments. And so in fact tliey are; but, as is too often the 
case in China, the practical effect of the system is less perfect than 
the theoretical conception—for this reason : the standard of excellence 
is acquaintance with the chassical writfU’s of antiquity! and it is this 
perpetual striving after an auti(pio instead of a progressive sbaidard 
that has helped to petrify the Chinese civilization. Tho amount of 
study required is immense, hut the range of subjects through which the 
candidates have to pass is immeasurably inferior to those set before 
our own students. It is some oracular and often recondite saying of 
Confucius w'hich is usually given as a theme, and tho familiarity 
shown by a candidate with the lore of the. ancients will go farther 
than modem knowledge, or originality in his own retlections, to com¬ 
mend his essay to the Examiners. It is needless to emphasise the 
stereotyping effect of this system on the national mind. By ever 
striving after a fixed and antique model, every generation came to 
resemble its predecessor. A high standard of culture was reached, 
but it was culture of a unique kind, in which the inventive faculties 
lay comparatively dormant while the mnemonic were abnormally 
developed ; where archaic w'as preferred to progressive thought, and 
litoriiry style became a prominent instead of an incidental test of 
merit. The conservatism of the Chinese has been a subject of 
remark, wonder, and some contempt among Western nations; but it 
has perhaps been leiis. generally understood, that it is to these exami- 





The Westminster Review. 


296 

inations the fixity is greatly due. English people themselves are 
far more exclusive than they suspect; far‘ too prone to reject fresh 
ideas and ridicule strmge notions, for the simple, reasoa that they are 
strange—different, theft is, from the habits of thought and conduct in 
which they have been educated ; but English students are at least 
expected to be “ up ” in the latest scientific dii^covery, almost in the 
latest philosophical conceit; whereas the maxim in China has been 
that wisdom lies in the past, that the way to excellence is to strive 
perpetually back towards the high standard of the ancients, that 
change is practically synonymous with deterioration, and the idea of 
intellectual progress an insult to the sages of old. It is almost as 
though the worship of the Bible which has been decTlared to prevail 
in England, were translated into practice by making familiarity with 
its contents a crucial if not a supreme test of erudition ; or as though, 
to deal "with centuries inst(.*ad of millennia, acquaintance with 
Shakespeare were taken as a coiiclusive, insteail of an incidental, 
standard of merit. And assuredly he who has laid to heart the infinite 
knowledge of human nature and of the springs of human action with 
which Shakespeare’s pages teem, will have little in that respect left 
to learn. But a knowledge of the Bible and of Shakespeare, as 
profound as a Chinese student must possess of Confucius and 'fhe 
Odes, would hardly have engendered the discoveries of Newton and 
of Watt! There W'ould be wanting—to use the word in the com¬ 
prehensive sense in which it was employed by our old writers—a 
knowledge of iVlathematics. “ He who knows not mathematics,” 
wrote Roger Bacon, “ cannot know other sciences, and, what is more, 
he cannot discover his own ignorance or find the proper remedies.” 
And so, while recognizing the high merit of the Chinese system of 
competitive examination as a principle, foreigner's acquainted with 
the country have opined that no great forward movement could be 
expected until a change was introduced in the standard objects of 
study. 

But in proportion to the very crystallization of the system was the 
difficulty of introducing a solvent. To propose the introduction of 
western knowledge into the curriculum of education, and of Western 
science as a test-subject into the examinations, was to assail the very 
stronghold of conservatism, the very principle of the national polity.^ 
The so-called literati, who constitute the mind of China, have been 
indoctrinated with tho maxims of Confucius from the earliest dawn 
of their intelligence, and .so with their fathers before them for a 
hundred generations. The lore of the sages has, for more than two 
thousand years, constituted, in their eyea, a “ liberal education,” and 
a sufficient standard of knowledge and morality. 

^ Yet ceTtain c^hoioe spirits were quick, even in the early days of 
foreign , interoourse, to perceive that it did entail a necessity for 
^ See Preface to The ChineBe GovernmnU Bj W. F. Mayors. London.: 1878. 
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dbange, to Biiit tho i^ever dnjjr* The imght be, and pro¬ 

bably was, a bajrbaJfiaa still? but be elear^ pleased much valuable 
knowledge wbi^ib th© .C^aaiwa did ^d >wbich it was 

desirable he (should acqtiire,: . But bow to introducer it? One scheme- 
propounded by a Chinese diterate, at Shanghai (in 187.5), was to 
establish a oolloge for the, instruction of foreigners in the Chinese 
classics, in order that they might become qualified to enter tho 
mandarinate through the recognized channel of the examinations, 
and that CJiina might so gain tho benefit of their administrative 
talent! Another method tried was to send young Chinese abioad to 
Ikj educated, but they came back in a measure “ denationalized.” * To 
the Cabinet presided over by .Prince Ivnng, in 1800, belongs the credit 
of having first proposed ® to introduce “ ISrathomaiics ” as a special sub¬ 
ject of study—^that term ovid(;utIy represeutiug in his mind, as it did 
in Bacon’s, “ all the physical science of Ihe time.” It was in a strain 
somewhat akin to that of tho learned monk, that the Prince argued 
in favour of erecting a special department in tho Tung-wen College 
at Peking, “ to which scholars of a high grade might be admitted, 
and in which men from the West should be invited to give instruc¬ 
tion,” But the liti-rati wt^re not yet prepared for a change in the 
system of education, still loss in that of the time-honoured examina¬ 
tions. ‘‘ Men from the West” were appointed to professorsliips, but 

scholars of high grade. ” had not y^et opened their minds to the 
situation. In vain did tho Prince contend, with a true jperception 
of the national weakness, that to take up Western Science as an 
object of study was only^ to receive back, at a more advanced stage, 
knowledge which Euro]>e itself had formerly derived from China; 
and that, so far from it being “ a shame to learn from the people of 
the West,” tho real disgrace lay in “ being content to lag in the rear 
of others.” Although still at the height of his reputation, and 
writing with the assent, if not at the instigation, of the great officials® 
whose impulse has done so much to urge forward the laggai’d wheels 
of Chinese statesmanship, he was still before his time. Foreign 
professors were appointed ; but, as an educational raeasuro, the 
foreign department of the Tung-wen Kwan fell flat; a few inferior 
scholars only availed themselves of its opportunities, and anecdotes 
were told of comical effects produced by these early efforts. Nearly 
a generation, indeed, had lapsed since the Treaty of Tientsin began 
to bring foreigners into a measure of contact with the officials and 
people, before the Imperial Government perceived—or, before they 

1 Memoried to (he Throne, by a Censor, in the of 1887. 

* Mmnoviol hy the JJ^vt,ng4i. Ytumn {Hoard oj Foreign Affairs), suhtaitting Etxtmaeffofr 
the Education of Chineee in Foreign adewe and JMnguages, am Proposing Jttilpt./or the 
&Ueii.on and Encotfragement of ^udenU. d. 6th year of Tung-Chm (1868.) ■ 

»“ l-^viapial snoh as Tso Tsung*tang and Li Hoitg-ebang, ate firm in the 

conviction'fthat'it Uneceastuy to introduce the learning and ineo]i«'ical arts of 
Western ixationeL 'tmd,e(m8tBntly presenting it in their addresses to .the ^lEbione.’'-^ 

lUd. . . ' ,' VX is/- ■ . 

VOL. I^O.-UKo'i 


' V'. 



The Westminster Review. 


298 

dared to suggest—the crucial cliange. It was reserved for the pre¬ 
sent Cabinet) under the leadership of Prince Chun, father of the 
reigning Emperor, and virtual Prime Minister at the present moment, 
to point the educational wedge by advising’ the introduction of 
“ Mathematics’.’ into the competitive examinations. 

In England such reforms ai*e mooted in Parliament; in Chin.a 
the method is by memorial to the Throne. And. somewhat as 
Western slat(*sinen an? believed to occasionally prepare the public 
mind for change llirongli the niedimn <d‘ tlie Prea.s, so the subject 
is occasionally Jed up to in (.Miinn by the publication of such memo¬ 
rials in the Pf-ldivj (Ur.vUv. Tiiere exist, us is well known, certain 
rdficens called ctoisors, whoso funetidn it is to address the Empeiw 
oTi any subject (hat appears to them to re<p]ii'e notice. ’I’hey accuse 
high mandarins of malpractice, tlu'y reinonstrale about J^tate back- 
slidings, they occasionally advocate State* Jiction; but they more 
oftenoppiso, with'mon; than Papal obstinacy, the v'ery idea of change. 
It is well tnide.rst(K)d that, the hostility of the censors has Jjeen one 
great obstacle to tin* twist met ion of vaihvays, wliicli the leading 
(Miineso statesmen have, for several years, beom willing to under- 
lake. But (!\'eu among censors there are, seemingly, exceptions to 
the rule; aud one more i*nlightem'(l than the rest reupcu(*d, last 
spring—not improbjibly with High connivance—the (jnestion of 
bettorhig (ha ('ducalional system. 11 is memorial was ri'ferred by 
the Empress-lb'gt'nv to Prince Chun and the principal officers of 
State for consah'ralion, and servi's as a text for (lie docununit in 
which the latter advocate the propo.sed reform, ft may help us to 
appreciat(* the (’onditions of the ]>robIem if we go oji, mnv, to trace, 
in tln^ memorial’sts' own language, (In' arguments by which they seek 
to establish tlu^ necessity for change. 

A Chinese memorial is nothing if not historical, nor has any 
argument a cliunco of acceptance which is not based on precedent. 
The first care, accordingly, in the presi'nt instance, is to t race previous 
t'ducational etfin’ts. and to ]m)vo that tlic innovation is really only a 
r(>vi'i*sion to tin* methods of tive past. 

So far back then, we are told, as the reign of 'Pao-Kwang (the 
reigning Mmperor at the time of the Anvjf> wav'), again during that 
of his successor llien-Fung, and again during that of the last 
empeVor, TungChih, high officers of Sfato memorialized in favour of 
ivcoguizing “ mat hematics.as a prime object of study— 

‘‘Imt inasmuch as there were existing established rules governing the 
.selection of gradnutes at th«' in(.*tropolitau and provincial exaounation.s, it 
was most dillie.nlt to introduce innovations .... and in* each cose the 
JJoards dc(‘id(‘d tliar, the proposed inensiiro was a violation of established 
usages, and tho matU*r was stopped ! ” 

' .V( wnriiit fremt: tht 3'tunfjJi Ynnii'V, nvhmittivg a /’rqjxwal Jbr the Inh-odnetha 
of and I'ther ll'ifterii tScifvcce iiito the Ctril Competitive JExamimttoni, 

l'rov^n<;i^,d and (i I’Jtli year ot Kwa»g-Sft (1837.) 
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We have here presented, in a nutsh^l^tlhe position of the 
obstructives; and it would be difficult to^'l|ialJrate better than in 
the following sentence the quaint method oi' i^ack 

“ Mathematics (urge the Beformers) is classed as one of the six arts (these 
being propriety, music, archery, charioteering, study, and mathematics); 
and during the Chow dynasty, in advancing tlieir men of talent and virtue, 
they considered those who understood mat hematics as belonging to the six 
professions; and in the Tang dynasty men qualified in mathematics weTO 
selected for official preferment.” 

Other instances are quoted to prove that “people of the present 
day, w'ho regard niatheuiatics as a purely Western science, have not 
given the subject llieir serious altenlioii;” and we come eventually 
to the kernel of the matter in thii following proposal, whose boldness 
will bo appreciated in proportion as we realize the rigidity of the 
system it is proposed to change :— 

. "NVe, the Ministers, ai-e awin-c that the regulations governing 
the civil competitive exainiiiations <‘aiinot Ik; lightly oliangod ; yet, for the 
sake of encouraging men of ahility, tlie (‘xi.'.ting inotlaHls might ho mcxlified. 
It is proposed, therefore, that IIis Maji'hiy direct tho IVovineial Literary 
Chancellors to issue, at tho eonqxditivc* examijiations, besides tlic subject 
usually given in classics ami j)ootry, a thiTiie on mathematics; .and should 
there bo candidates for honours in that study, ami they bo found pro¬ 
ficient, that their examination pajto's be submitted to the inspoctiou of 
ihe Tsung-li Yamcn, and their naiiu's bo otlieially rogistere«l. That, 
‘*iurtber, when the provincial (examination occurs, tlm successful graduates 
first procoed to the Tsung-li Yameii and tijere suinnit thomsolvcs to an 
examination in philosophy, mathematics, meohanics, engineering, naval 
and military tactics, marine artillery, t<»rp<‘d<H*s, international law and 
histoiy; and, sliould any ono be imofichsit in any of the above subjects, 
that ho be sent to compote at tho (Jivil Literary Kxaminations in rcking, 
under tho same conditions as the othoi- candidates.” 

We have thus provision mad(( for the. ijitmduction of mathematics 
as a standard subject at the Provincial Fixamiuatious; Jind—altliough 
it has not, apparently, Ixieii ventured yet to introduce thc'iu as a 
feature in the examination for Lli.D. al IVking—a s(5parato exami¬ 
nation, to be held at the Foreign Oflici;, will imiicate for s])ecial 
selection those who, bcsidi^s getting tlieir (h'gree on the old lines, 
have successfully studied tlu( oxira sidjjects. The memorialists 
appear thus to have devdsed an ingenious scheuu' for introducing 
mathematics into the curriculum of (‘ducation. ami even of the 
examinations np to a high point, without hustling too severely the 
prejudices of the literary In their own words, “ by julopting 

the above modifications for securing men of varied accomplishments, 
the existing regulations for examining and promoting literary men 
will not be changed, while they will serve tho important puipose of 
encouraging men of-talent.”—Nor does the scheme (?nd here. Having 
laid down certain- lines for the introduction of Westerm Science as 
an object of stfidy, they go on next to suggest a way of tumilig the 
. * • , U 2 



300 


The Westminster Review, 


newly cultivated talent to the best account. Those (mathematical) 
graduates who have passed successfully through the Metropolitan 
Examinations 

“ will be retained at the capital and wait for appointmeB**to the Tung- 
wen College, when* tln'y wilt act as compilers and devote themselves to 
fui’ther study, until they may bo sent to travel abi-oad or receive diplo¬ 
matic npj)oiiitmtMits; selection to bo made from time to time in accordance 
with merit and iibility. in tliis manner those who manage our foreign 
relations will not bo empty babblei-s, and they will moreover excel in use¬ 
fulness those wlio are proliciont in Western arts without the complementary 
literary qualilicjition,” 

Hiicli are the main i'catnres of this remarlcable document', whose 
significance will be r<‘cogui/.ed by all who are familiar vrith Chinese 
antc'oedents. From coni«'m[)t,uous disdain of forcigiuTS as barbarians, 
leading statesmen have conn* to admit that wo do, after all, know 
more than they; that ‘“It is high lime some plan should be 
demed for infusing new elements of strengib into the Govern¬ 
ment;” and that “the only way of effecting this is to Introduce the 
learning and mechanical arts (d‘ Western nations.’ We must not 
place too high an estimate on tho degree of ])rogrt*ss indicated. 
Many high-class lifrrcifl will take ])recisely the view which the 
memorialists depn>cati'—that it is derogating from (’hineso superiority 
to condi*scend to Icaru from the foreigner; llumsanils and lens of 
thousands of iutV-rior standing, whosi* vanity is in iinerse pi*oportion 
to their knowledge, will hold the same id<‘a; a.iid y<>ars nrast elapse, 
a now generation probably arist*, before the ni'w learning can make 
itself felt, can ])roduf'e an a])prceiablo cfleci in enlarging the mind 
of tho nation, ilnt the fact. roinn.ins that the necessity for a new 
departun*. has been admitted. The provisions luadi* for .special 
examination and selection of graduates who .show eagerness after tho 
n(‘W cullnre, afford o|)])oriunity, in tho meant ime, for educating a 
class of men better able tli^vu the present generat.ion to cope with 
Iho new order.—Nor c.in the ambassador and their suites, returning 
homo after years of interconrso with lOiiropi'ans, fail to h^i^ven, each 
in his degree, the circle Avith which he resurae.s contact, ^^lere has 
been little limn yet for this intluence to work, but miich may be 
expected fi*om it in the future. Kwo Sung-tuo. the firet Minister 
to Kngland. was of no great importance before ho left China, 
and subsideil inio iiisignificance on his return. Chung-How, the 
first envoy to Iliissia, lost his ri'putation and veiy j^early his head, 
through the bungle he made at Livadia. Tji Fung-pao, tihe first 
Minister to Berlin, was not of any great account either, among lus 
own people, and >vas disgx*aced on a charge of peculation, after his 
return. The !Marquis Tseng w'as the first who might have been 
expectefl to take n high position; and tho expoctafion has been amply 
veriflt'd. Ilb has beotj made a member of the Foreign Board, and there 
is evideti 'e that his voice is influential in the State Councils. Men like 
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nung-Clitin.* tl\o present Minister at being eilucateil to 

follow in Ills footsteps; and what these in the higher circles 

will be done, each in his own degree, by graduates who are to be 
sent, at the expense of the State, to tcavfel and inform thenisolvos in 
Western lands. This practice was early adopted by the Japanese, 
and has developed so far that almost overj* Japanese statesman of 
repute seems now to include a voyagci 1o Europe in his diploniaiic 
education. Ohina goes more slowly, as becomes the difference in 
national character; but it si>enis at last decided that men of approved 
scholarship shall be si nt—a ei'rtain number each year—on a gi'and tour 
to the West, on the understanding lliat each will avail himself of 
the opportunity to improve Ins knowledge of the particuhir branch of 
AVestern seicnee which he may have taken up, All these men will 
bring back with them new idejis, new inqwesrions. now knowledge, 
which cannot fail to act as snlvents upon the forms of thought that 
have ruled in (Miina. uuehalh'iiged and nnshakt-n, while the West 
has been s])inning," with varying but never-ceasing momentum, 
“down the ringing grooves of change." 


It. 

It may not be uniat cresting, now w<> Inu’e ascertained Ibo nature 
and im]>oi‘t of tin* new departure which tlio.«e responsible for the 
governracnt of (Miiiia, aro trying to effect, to examim! flu* ]»loa of ori¬ 
ginal ownership by which they would fain commend the innovation. 

“As to tho imputation,” says I’rince Kung, in the Memorial wo have 
already (jiiotcd, “of alMnidoning tho metliiMls of Cliina, is it not altogether 
a fictitious ehargo? Ihn- ou iinpiiry it will he found that We.stoni scienco 
had its root in tlio astronomy of China, which We.s(orn scholars confess 
themsolvc's to have <lerived from Ea.stci-n land.s. Tlay liavo minds adapted 
to reasoning and abstruse stud 3 % .so that they wore able to deduce from it 
new arts whicli .shed a lustre ou tho.se. nations j but in reality tho original 
belonged to China, ami Eumpoans learned from u.s.” 

The statement is awrj', but it does not follow that it is wholly 
baseless.■v’" NeithiT in accuracy of pri'iiiiss nor in sevc-rity of logic 
will Chinese argument always satisfy the retpiiri'inenls of scientific 
accuracy. Nor would any claim bo too ext.ravagaut when? tho 
national v^ily is at stake. Tradition affirms that Abraham taught 
astronomy to tho Egyptians; and tho Chinese aixi capable of claim¬ 
ing Abraham as an “original” connection! Everything seems in 
course of beil^ traced to tho Altaic plateau from whence, at some 
period more or less remote, the Chinese are said to have migrated, 
or to the Chaldean lowland in which the “ roots ” of so much know¬ 
ledge have been lately discovered. And if Prince* Kung had been 
content to affirm that both China and Europe were indebted to a 

^ Hung-0htiQ is. the Cbwang>Yaan, or Opiimut of Hanlin padualcs of his year—a 
degree ^ich tepireseabs, as we have seen, the \eiy crime de la crime of literary talent 
ta the Empire. ' Twenty years ago snob a man wonld have scorned the post. 
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common centre, he would have been more likely to conciliate a 
charitable hearing; astronomy may have been “ derived from Eastern 
lands,” but hardly so far east as China. Astronomical know¬ 
ledge of a kind Ihe Chinese certainly possessed, before’^he days of 
llicci and Scbati!; but liistory will hardly support a pretension that 
it is to them Wf nee iu(lebt<-d for our first conceptions on the subject. 
The rriuce’s statement must be ai)pfoached—it' a[)pi-o{iched at all— 
with a eharitablc willingness to ])erc('ive a modicum«of truth where 
such may be discemed, w^ithout tying the national trumpeter too 
closely av pitul (h: la Ir/hr. 'riu: subject has, it may be confessed, 
juore academic than ])rc'ic(ieal interest; but it has an interest wider 
than the Chinese, themselves suspect, and bearings of which they have 
certainly never I'ealizod ... 

Jt is noteworthy, at tlie outset, that the 1 Vince enjoys no 
mouoiioly of the conci'it. Evt'ry fon'igncr who has cjued to 
discuss the questhui in conversation with Chinese will have heard the 
claim that Western ijiventions hail their origin in Cliimi—heard it, 
probably, w'itli a smile nnav benign than creilulous, and without 
always renuunbering that Ins interlocutor might, if he had known or 
eonde.sc(’ud(‘d, have (pioted one who stands high on tlu' H.st of Oriental 
students in sup])ort. of the ])lea. Abel Kemusat siig'gesh'd,^ more 
than si.vty years ago, that hlunqio was indebted to China—not, 
certainly, fm* tlie beginnings of all knowledge, as Priuco Kung 
would have, us believe, but fer a good many first ideas which 
European brains have sinct' p»'rfecte(l; and we cannot do better than 
recall here, as t»'rsely as ])<)SBible, the argjimenls of the c'ssay in 
which he suslaim>d llu' thesis. History gives the claim at least this 
measure of support. It shows that eii'cumstujiccs wore favourable, at 
a certain period, for the transmission to Emop«‘ of ceifain inventions 
thou familiar in tho ICast.aml which actually made their appearance, 
for the first lime, a short while .subsc'queiitly in the West. It establishes 
tlial what is f>ceurring now is but a reversal of what, twk place COO 
years ag^', when the ^longol irni])tien combined with the (Viisades to 
level for a time tlie barrier that h.ad grown up between East and 
We.st—a barrior that was ri'constituled by the interj)osition of Islam, 
but which is Jiow being turned, if not overthrown afresh, by the 
adventurous euter])risi‘of Europe, 'fhon it w’as the overflow of the 
Tartar hordes which threatened to submerge Europe; now it is the 
r*estlessness of Europe which is disturbing the. successor of the Great 
Khan. His question is, whether the Alongol outbreak of the thir¬ 
teenth century—instead of being, as we are apt to believe, wholly 
destructive—may not have been etfective in conveying to Europe 
certain knowledge that had originated in Asia, but bad been confined 
there by the isolation of its people. 

’ M^moii-ea sur lea.zelatioos jpolitiques des jlVinees Chretiens, ci particali^rement 
des r<>is de Frande, avec les Huipcrears Mongols, mr Abel Bemosat: Aatdimit d«$ 
Initcriptlon* e< IWfco Leitrut, A'ols. vi. and vii. Pam; 1836-7. 
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It must, of course, not be overlooked that was one only of the 
great movements that were bringing the of the old world 

into contact, on the confines of Europe and ^a. The Malioinodivns 
had conquered the Holy Iiand, and four (Si^sades had flowed and 
ebbed in tho eflbrt to dislodge them, before the Tartars added thoir 
quota to the general confusion. Guizot has emphasized, in his 
well-known Lectures,^ the enlightening eflect upon Europe of tho 
contact with Greek and Saracenic civilization. We ai’e. concerned, 
now, solely with tlu’i M«ingoIs. and nci'd consider the Mahomedau 
complication only in so far as it tended lo piwuolo iutorcoiu'se 
between AV'est and East by suggesting a communily of interests 
arising out of a connuon hosiility to Islam. 

ITio Alongol Em]>iro may be said to bavo begun with the 
establishment by Ueiiglii.s Kliaii of his ca])ilid at Karakorum, A.n. 
1206. IJis trib* luul already succeeded in subjecling its nt'-igh- 
boiirs, and all 'J’artary soon nckiiowUilgod his sn])remacy. Then 
ensued tla^ great, serii-s of compiests which whelmed Asia and 
spread terror throughout Europe. Impelled, it would seem, by tho 
pent-up eiu'rgies whieli luul biund sudiKui oulb‘t, the 'IVirtars pene¬ 
trated Russia, o\erran Poland and Hiiiigary,® and threw their shadow 
over l'’ranc(‘. It was dread of llu-ir ai)proaeli whicli ins|>ircd Ixuiis IX. 
with the historical lum about, 'farturs and Tartarus that is said to 
have permanently allected the spi'lling of tho name. Gregory TX. 
proposed a crusiule against the new enemy; but failed, it would 
seem, a.s much on account of tlu' terror they inspired as of his 
differences with tlu* Emperor, who uas himself ineuaced. IjiJioceiit 1V. 
sent euvoy.s in 122o to tlio Mongol generals wlio comtn<*nidcd in 
llussia and Asia Minor, witli tlu*. double object of commending 
Christianity and deprecating their violence; but sei*ms to have taken 
little by his motion, although Baton at least jiasscd his envoys on 
to the Great Khau, who sent letters in return. 

Tho wave had, how’over, spent itself in liluropc; the invaders had 
been compelled to retire fi'om Hungary, mainly it w'oidd seem by tho 
very desolation they had themselves causi'd; a,nd when, in 1218, the 
French king was halting at Cyprus, on his way to the Holy Land, 
ambassadors reached him from the Mongol JSatrap of Persia with 
proposals of allied action. iSt. l..ouis, however, seems to have licen 
more anxious about the conversion than tho co-operation of his 
would-be friends.* He failed, at any rate, to knit an alliance which 
might have altered the fate of his expedition; for, though the 
Mongol flood bad begun to subside in Europe, the tide was still 

* ITistoire Oin&raie de la Civiliiation cn Europe, &c. Guizot. Faria; 1828. 

* Baton, grandson of Gengbis Khan, establiahcd hioiaclf in Kapehak (S.B. Russia) 
in 1224, and overran Poland and Hungary in 1240-1. 

* The story of this mneh-disputed mission is elaborately discussed in Remnsat’s 
essay. The proposal seeins to have been that one should attack the Sultan of Egypt 
while the other attacked the Khalif, so as to prevent eitlmx rendering the other 
assistance. 
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flowing in Asia, p^iilagon completed, in 1258, Ms proposed cam¬ 
paign against Bagdad, Werthrew the Jtowor o£ tfla Khalifs, establish¬ 
ing ^ dyha^ which was to last for hjftarly-a htmdr^ years in Persia; 
and comift«nced, shortly after, fllxe moYement on Palestine in which 
he had t^dlbed apparently to secure European co-operation. 

The whole vast empire which the Mongols built up, was, as we 
have seen, swayed at the outset by one man; and so long as that 
unity was kept up, the invading hordes woi-e irresistible. But the 
time came when the nomadic impulso stibsided, and the central con¬ 
nection grew weak. 'I’lie t^vrlai’s of Hnssia and tho Tartars of Persia 
all but ceased in their alU'giance, and were thrown on their own 
resources. Then, belbro tlio coiniler-llow of Maliomedanism, the tide 
began to turn, and the. great. Satraps who. in tho first burst of 
\ictory, had demanded trilmlo froju \V\‘,stern Europe, tried to revive 
the crusades by offens of alliance agaiiist tlu5 common foe. Envoys 
from AbagU, who had siieeoeded Houlagou on tho throne of Persia, 
reached Popo Clement willi overtures of co-oporation, about the time 
(1267) that prepanitions w('r(‘ being made for the final crusade that 
waatoco.st King Louis his life, and to lay the foundation of our own 
Prince Edward’s military reputation ; but Louis wasted his- resources 
and died in 'runis, leaving Edward to comlnct a barren, though 
brilliant, cam])aign. l’ri>sh proposals were made to tho latter (in 
1271.) shortly after his return ; and again, three years later, a Tartar 
embas.sy visited .London in search of help. It was to the Pope, 
apparently, as tho acknowledged head of Christendom, that these 
appeals were generally addressed, but llioy seem to have been 
treated somewhat as circular despatches, to be passed on after perusal. 
It is, at any ratp, on certain of those documents, nuearihed by him 
in the archives of Prance, that Remusat's interesting narrative and 
equally interesting speculations are mainly founded. For though 
the Mongol envoys failed to achieve an active alliance, they opened 
np an intercourso whose extent had been well-nigh forgotten till his 
researches disclosed the buried recoi*d. An embassy, for instance, in 
1285, from Argonn,* the then ruler of Persia, was answered by the 
despatch of envoys from Franco in 1288; the arrival of Tartajr envoys 
in England is noted in the following and second succeeding year; 
and the despatch, finally, of a letter from our owm Edward II., from 
Northampton, in 1307, brings us near the close of the^ story. The 
Tartar Sovereigns of Persia succumbed to the Mnssulmim in 1355, 
and the intercourse which had lasted for nearly a century waa again 
broken off. Remusat counts nine leading attempts 
^'ncipaiei) made by Christisqi princes to connect thmnselves. with 


the MoJ^golsV and .fifteen embassies seoit the Tatars into Europe; 


Chib^ ] 
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and lie makes the striking rejection ^at hlstoi^^mjight have been 
changed if the negotaakopg^^iad attcc^ed, ^g|mfand West had 
combined against Islam,f of otherwise; 

the crusading 8|)iFit had , iB^j^rat^t'^a.the Tartars seem 

to have got little but citU answers a^d comment^Mons of Christianity, 
in reply to their proposals. 

Nothing, indeed, is more curious than the constant rumours of 
successful proselytism which seem to have been current in Europe 
during these negotiations, and which have survived^to our own day 
in the mysterious legends of Prester John that still lloat hazily in 
the atmosphere of Iradition. Again and again do repoits seem to 
have gained credence tliat the Tartar ruler of Persia, nay, the very 
Groat Khan himself, liad embraced Christianity. The wish was no 
doubt in some degree father to the thought; but it is also likely that 
the ISkfongol chiefs—indilierent aljout I'eligion at. the core, and want¬ 
ing Christian hel]) against the IMoslem—sent sp(‘cions messages, 
which the Euit>pean ecclesiastics and (h>orgian and Anneniau 
Christians who sirved princi])ally as go-betweens, coloured still 
more highly in deliv('ry. Enough has, however, boon said of the 
political intercourse between tlie two regions, and of the conditions 
under which it arose. We nia}' go on, now, to consider the extent 
and probable elfect on European civilization. 

“ Two systems of civilization li.ad,” lleiuusat rcinarks, “ arisen, spread, 
and perfected themselves .at tlio two cxtiemities of the old world, through 
the eOectof independent causes, without cumiuuuication and, consequently, 
without mutiuil inlluencc. Suddenly the events of war and political com¬ 
binations place in contact the.se two grc;at bwlics, so long strangers bii® to the 
other. Solemn ambas.sa<lorial interviews aie not tlie only wcasions of ap¬ 
proach between them; ether.s, more ol)scui ’0 but more eHioacious,were created 
through unperceivod but imiumei-alde ramifications-- tlnnugh the journeys 
of private travellers, di’awn to the two ends of the world, with cominerciul 
objects, along the paths of envoys or armie.s. Tlio Mongol irruption, 
overthrowing everything, covered all distances, filled up all gaps, and 
brought together all peoples; the events of war transported thousands of 
individuals to iinmouso distances finm tho places where they were bom.” 

j 

History lias, he remarks, preserved the niemoiy of journeys of 
kings (of Georgia and Armenia), of ambassadors, and of missionaries 
who were led by political motives to tho depths of Asia, and of dis¬ 
tinguished Mongols who came to Rome, Barcelona, Valence, Lyons, 
Paris, London and Northampton. But how many persons less 
known must tave followed in their footsteps, either as servants or 
drawn by the desire of gain, or by curiosity to visit hitherto 
unknown eountries 1 

** Ohaned'biis preserved the names of a few. Tlie first envoy who came 
to find'the king.of Hungary on behalf of the Tartars was an Englishman, 
who bad bedii banished finm his country and who, after wandering all 
over ^>?ded,by'Ui>ki:i^ service with the Monels. A flemish 

cordwamw.ike^ ^ tlm deptbia^ IjDartary, a woman of Meta who ht^ been 
carried ofif £rdi& fitmgary,. a Parisian jeweller whose, brother was fstab- 
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lished at Paris on the Grand-Pcmt, and a young man from the environs 
of Potten who hAd dhanoed to he at the capture of i^lgrade; he 
there ako Busbisub, Hungarians, and Flemings. A chorister, after having 
travelled through Eastern Asia, came bock to die in the cathedral at 
Chartres: a'Tartar was helinet-raaker (/owrnmeur ^ Philip- 

le<Bel. Jean de Plan-Carjun (one of the emisiwiries sent by Pope Innocent, 
in 1245)’ found, at the Court of Goyouk, a Russian gentleman who served 
as interpreter; merchants of Breslau, Poland, and Austria accompanied 
him in his journey to Tartary; others came back with him through Russia. 
These were Qenot?so, Piaans, and two Venetian merchants whom chance 
had led to Bokhtina. From thence they luwl followed a Mongol envoy, 
whom Jloulagou was sending to Kublai, sojourned several years in China 
and Tai’tary, c-arao back with letters from the Great Khan for the Pope, 
returned to the Groat Khan, tiiking witli them the celebrated Marco Polo, 
and ngfiin quitted tho Court of Kublai to return to Venice.” 

Journeys of tliis kind wi're frequent also in the following century. 
We may well beliovc;, too, as Ibrniusat suggests, i hat those which are 
remembered form a small proportion only of tliose which were 
undertaken, and tliat there were, at that time, more people able to 
make long journeys tlian to write a relation of them. “ Many of 
these adventurei’s re-Tuained, no doubt, and died in the countries they 
had gone to visit; othens ivlurned home as obscure as they had set 
out, but the imagination filled with what thi'y had seen, to talk 
alxuit it in llieir families; exaggerating, no doubt, but leaving amid 
many ridiculous stories, in monasteries, in the castles of the nobles, 
and even in the lowest strata of society, precious seeds, destined 
to fructify a little later.’’ isot only were new roads opened up to 
commerce and for the exchange of Eastern and Western products, 
but, “ what', was still better worth, foreign customs, unknown 
notions, extraordinary productions, were presented to the minds of 
Europeans who had been confined, since the fall of the Roman 
Empire, within a too narrow circle.” Peo])!© began to appreciate 
the nn|X)rtance of the Ea.st, interest w.as awakened in the art?, creeds 
and language of its ]H'ople ; tho desire of discovery was stimulated. 

It would be beside tin* pur[wse to examine the results in Asia 
itself of a movement so powerful and so far-reaching. W© are con¬ 
cerned only with the effects in Europe ; and here is the languag& in 
which Remusat states a conclusion “ not porliaps entirely new, but to 
wliich the facts he Imd been revimring lend a support it hardly 
possessed ” before he had marshalUxl them:— 

“ Before the establishment of the relations to which theOrusades first, and 
still moro the Mongol irruption, gave rise between the East and the West, 
the greater part of the inventions wliich signalixed the close of the Middle 
Ages bad been known for centuries to the Asiatics. The pokrity of the 
loadstone hod been observed and utilized in China from remote ages. 
Explosive powders had been known from all time to the Hiedoos and 
Ohin©se.^ The latter had, in the tenth century, thunder chai^ots (c/ixrs-d- 

1 arghea* however, that gnnpowdar probably (^y becan^ known to the 

ChiiMpe' ahojit ^ Aio., *‘and then merdy to a, partial extent and teem 
e^reesr . v < , ’ 
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foudre) which apjpear to hav6.been cannon; , . . . Houlagou, when 
starting for Persia, had in his army a c(^ps lurtiileiy. On 

another hand, the editdo prva6«p» of the (Ohines^y,^Hp|8, engraved on 
wooden blocks, is of the year 962^ ^ , The irae:|^j^)er money was 

adopted by the Mongols in China,’^ and was known to^e ^Persians under the 
same name the Chinese gave it. ... . finally, playing Cards .... were 
conceived in China in the year 1-120.—There are, besides, in the begin¬ 
nings of each of theso inventions, peculiar traits which: seem to indicate 
their origin. ' 1 will not speak of the compass, whose antiquity in China 
Hager .seems to me to have victoriously maintained, but which most have 
found its way to Europe by means of the Cru.sados, before the Mongol 
imiption, as proved by Jacques Vitry and others. .But the most ancient 
playing (sirds, those of the game of turols," luivo a remarkable analogy in 
their shape, the d^ign.s they bear, their size and number, with the cards used 
by the Chinese. Cannon were the tii'st firearms used in Plurope; they 
wore also, it would seem, the only ones which the (Jiiinese knew at this 

eix)ch.We have the example of another iisiige which manifestly 

followed the same route—viz., that of the stmu-pon, or arithmetical 
machine of the Chinese, which was, without doubt, brought to Europe by the 
army of Batou, and which ha.s so spread in Bussia ajid Poland that women 
of the people who cannot read use nothing else for their housekeeping 
accounts and their potty flealings. 'I’lio conjectui’e which attributes a 
Chinese origin to the primitive id«'a of Euroi>ean typography is so naturo.! 
that it was pxit forward oven before the cireuinstances w bieh rendered it 
probable bad Ixion ooll.ated; it was tbo idea of Paul Jove and of De 
Mendoza, that a Chinese book might liavi' bci'ii brought byway of Hcytliia 
and Muscovy before tbo Portuguese ivaebed J iidia. It was dcvelo^ied by 
an anonymous Euglishimui, and if one puts aside tbo printing in movable 
type, which is certainly an European invention, it is difficult to see 'irhat 
can be opposesl to a hypothesis so full of likelihood. 

“ But the supposition accpiircs a much higher degree of probability if it 
is applied to the ensemble of the discoveries in (juestion. All had been made 
in Eastern Asia; all were ignored in tbo West. Coninninication takes 
place, is prolonged dux’ing a century and a half, and hardly bos another 
century elapsed before they are all kuo>v'n in Eurojxj. Their source is 
enveloped in clouds; the country where they exliibitcxl themselves, the 
men who have produced them, are ecjunlly mutter of doubt; it is mit the 
enlightened countric.s which are their theatre; it is not the lesirned 
who are their authors : men of the people, obscure aiiisaus, ransc to shine, 
one after another, these unexpected light.s. Nothing seems better to show 
the effect of cuinnuiuication; nothing c<mld accord better with what we 
have said above of invisible channels, of unpoicelved ramifications, by which 
the knowledge of Eastern people was able to penetrate Europe. Most of 
these inventions present themselves at first iu the state of ^infancy where 
the Asiatic left them, and this circumstance hardly allows us to entei*tain 
a doubt as to their origin. Some were immediately put in practice; others 
remain for a time enveloped in an ob.scurity which hides their progress; 
and are taken, on their appearance, for new inventions: all, perfected soon, 
and, as it were, f^undated by the genius of Europeans, act together, and 

^ Marco Polo mentions paper money as one of the most marvellous proofs of the 
power and iatelllgenoe of tbe Great Klian. But its use seems to have been known 
to the Chinese long before the Mongol dynasty. It is spoken of a.s having been tried 
under the Tsmg dynasty about the year 800; and appears again in a more folly 
developed'form, 160 year% later, under the Sung. *'The Chinese Itad, in fact, 
suffered all the misery arising an over-issued and depreciated paper curr^cy 
when 4t was baifiid in Europe as the invention of the philosopher’s stone.”—See Chineee 
Cwrrtnt/ff. Gtdn andIbper Mohey. ByW. Vissering. Leyden: 1877. 

* A game played at one time, in France and Italy, under the names of taratt and 
taroc^no. Site oalds bore figures of money, swords, people, ke. &c. ‘ > 
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commiimcate to the human intelligence the gnpatest movement of Which 
the memory has been jpreserved. So, by.thit abhckof peoples, was dispelled 
the darkness of the Mldjlle Afi^®*- ^^^trophea wjuph seemed an unmiti¬ 
gated affliction for the human <raee, a^rVed to awaken it* from the lethargy 
of centuries; and the destruhtion of twenty empires Wnfrthe pric^ at which 
Providence granted, Europe the light of her present civili^tion.** 

Such are the facts which Remusat established, and such the 
conclusions to which he was led. They bear upon a page of history 
which was previously little understood, and which is still compsiratively 
unfamiliar. Tho Mongol irruption is still, for most of us, a sort of 
histm*ical nightmare. The MaUoiuedan invasion of Palestine stands 
forth crisp and clear; but the subjection of Georgia and Artnenia to 
tho Mongol impresses us fnintly by comparison. Saladin we know, 
and Acre we Isnow, but Bagdad is associatc'd in our minds with 
Ilaroun-al-Rasclud far more clearly thau with Houlagoii’. The 
crusades of St. Louis and Prince Etivvard are leading incidents 
ill schoolboy lore; but n)any of us fail to realize that intercourse, 
so prolonged and far-reaching, occurred lictween tho princes of 
Europe and tho satraps of tho Great Khan, or that Marco Polo 
and hi§ relatives were three only among a host of Europeans who 
were wandering over Asia. Even Remusat’s brilliant essay hardly 
saved from fresh oblivion many of the facts he relates. Yet the 
story has so much interest that those to whom it is familiar will, we 
believe, pardon its repcstition; while otliers will admit, for their 
intrinsic value, tho somewhat lengthy quotations which were 
necessary to elucidate his contention. Such statements as Prince 
Kiing’a savour too much of the. obsolete pri'tence to national and 
imp<>rial superiority over the rest of the world, not to repel Western 
readers; but for a more modt'stclaim—that China supplied the germ 
of uiany inventions which were carried, in Europe, to a higher pitch 
of excellence—tlu‘re is, clearly, much to be said. If it will facilitate 
the acceptance, by her literati, of knowledge in which “ Western 
scholars ” are admittedly pre-eminent, to believe that it “ had its 
r<x)t in the astixmomy of China,” by all means let them move in their 
own Avay and justify the movement by their own logic! It'is indeed 
far from improbable that much of this vain-glory is intended chiefly 
for homo consumption. “ Call it,” says a recent Chinese writer, 
“Western science, and our scholars will think it shame to. meddle 
with it; but onco let it bo known that it had its origin in China, 
ami they will bo ashamed to show ignorance of it.” As re^rds 
foreigners, bowever, the Chinese case has, witbbut doubt^-, been 
damaged by its own advocates. It may, therefore, be n^heir Unin¬ 
teresting nor inopportune to Tecall the more moderate' views put 
forward by a sinologue of a past generation. 

It would lead lis far to examine in detail the evidenj^ of progpress 
that may be found, in, the last twenty-five ye^ d,/Cheese 
hiM^.' murder on the .-borders Ytu^n led 'to the 
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great Emperor who oncer considered all the woi^ his tributary 
sending ambassadors as an eqnal to. the Soverei ^Mlfe.E urope. Tlic 
Kuldja dispute with Bna^;lld to, c^ne<?ti^^^^P^ing by tele¬ 
graph with the outer Forld is^^w^^^ejxhief the Empire. 

The recent war with Erance showed .the' need %r a stronger fleet, 
and for railways as a means of concentrating troops. . All this 
entailed a demand for funds, which inspired approval of pro¬ 
jects for developing the mineral resources of the country. The 
growing requirements of commerco, imperfectly met by the intro¬ 
duction of foreign dollars, coinbiiiod witli, the depreciated condition 
of the copper coinage to gain sanction to the project of a mint. 
But in all theseHiatters the (Jliineso liave found themselves driven to 
seek foreign aid. They had to engage I’ow'igjiers literally as guide-s, 
philosophers, and friends for their first ambassadors; they had to 
look to foreigners for their tolegra])U plant and for iustnict.ion in its 
nso; they have to send to Europe for tlieir ironclads, and to 
engage Englishmen to navigate tliom ; they havo to purchase in 
Europe the plant of the railway which is being constructed—^by 
foreign engineers—between 'J'aku and Tientsin; they havo to 
purchase in Europe ibeir mining inacliimTy, and to get forcignei-s 
to manage it; they have to send lo Birmingham for a mint, and 
will have to engage Europeans lo superiulend it. No wonder, thtm, 
the conviction has been borne in upon (.Iliine.se state-smen, that it 
was “high time some plan should bo devised for infusing new 
elements of strength into the government of China,” and that the 
“ only way of eft’ecting this was to introduce the h'arning and 
mechanical arts of Western nations; ” so that they may havo “ men 
to manage their foreign relations who are not mere empty babblers,” 
and that they may “ render tliemselves mde])endent [of fqi*eigncrs] 
by making themselves masters of their arts.” The step which 
has been now taken will bo slow in operation—slow pixibably in 
commending itself to the student class, slow in the effect it may bo 
hoped to produce upon the national mind; but it is much, in a 
country so vain and conservative as China, to gain admission for a new 
principle. The opening effected by the wedge, may be a voiy narrow 
one, but the idea once admit! ed will filter down and make way among 
the educated classes. Once convinced by the reasoning of their 
statesmen that they must liavo these Western appliances, the Chinese 
will end by admitting the advantage of “ not needing to look to 
others for assistllice.” Whether they will ever attain, or are capable 
of the European standard, and dispensing with that 

assistance, is a/widely different question which we are not now 
concerned to ndse. 


B. S. Guspby. 
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This is the biography of an eminent man, admirably told, and foil 
of deep and various interest. The circumstances ^tinder which it 
was written almost necessarily give it somewhat of the character of 
a panegyric. \7. E. Forster’s \va.H one of those strong, energetic, 
and self-asserting natures that inspire ardent love and passionate 
hatred. In this picture of him by an attached friend, the splendour 
of his public and private virtues is perhaps hardly sufficiently re¬ 
lieved by the inevitaldo shadows of human imperfection. Still, the 
lineaments presented to us, in a gnjat measure in the' letters of the 
original, may bo acce[)ted as forming a true likeness; and Mr. 
Reid, hi dealing with matters of controversy, is invariably fair. 
We have tlu^ portrait of a man of powerful intellect, dovouriiig 
energy, quick enthusiasm, unswerving honesty and indepmdence, 
untiring industry; aman scrupulously conscientious and fair-minded, 
whose rough spei'ch and somewhat forbidding exterior partially con¬ 
cealed from the world a most sympathetic and tender nature ; whose 
life was a constant striving after a pure and lofty ideal, and was 
illustrated by almost inexhaustible capacity for love and friendship, 
by unfailing tharity ior enemies, by keen hatred of Wrong and keen 
sympathy for suffering, which extended to the whole dumb Creation. 

It would be impossible to form a just estimate of the character of 
W. E. Forster, without taking account of his parentage and early 
training. Although he was generally regarded, and pleased to be 


regarded, as the complete type of a Yorkshireman,.his ancestors are 
first heard of in Durham, in the seventeenth century, as among the 
earliest, members of the Soeiety of Friends, In 1752, Josiah Forster 
settled at Tottenham, where his son became a land agent,, and his 
grandson, William Forster, fath<?r of the statesman, was bom. about 
1784. William-Forster was not less distinguished in his own walk 
of life than the subject of this notice. In early youth, obeying the 
spiritual call which is the solo qualification for the U . 

Quaker minister, he ffiwoted himself to a religious' ' It 

was a vocation for which he seemed to be spe^hllf^«ti|^ V 
nature. His frame was uuwieldy ; he suffered in scH&ial 
V ^yness. In Ms rare ses^; of 4ei|^ 
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Bubjecii to fits o£ lethargy, which completely his physical 

and mental powers. Bat- at the call of impediment 

seemed to vanish. Femd aeal and nnboundedvj^iiK^Pty endued him 
with activity, decision, and ^trapdinhiy eloqh^i^ . In the course 
of fifty years of missionary labour, phi|^thropio as well as religious, 
ho frequently traversed Great Britain, Ireland, and the North 
American continent, cheerfully encountering great fatigues, dangers, 
and privations. His preaching was so ]>ersuasivo that he seemed, 
to unemotional hearers, to bo under the immedijite inspiration of tho 
Holy Ghost. *The teaching and example of this singularly humble- 
minded man operated i)owerfully on many young persons of both 
sexes, of high social ])ositiou and personal merit. It was at William 
Forster’s suggestion that I'liomas Fowoll Buxton began the labours 
for the abolition of slavery which gave him aii honourable place 
among tho benefactors of mankind. It was iji response to his 
summons that Elizalkdli Fry, and other ladies of the Gurney family 
and connection, abandoned a life of (‘Jise and refinement to reclaim 
their fallen sisters in Newgate I’rison, and other dens of infamy in 
English towns. Tin- companion of .Mrs. Fry in, In-r pjous woi’k at 
New'gate was Anna Fowoll Buxton. Anna had shotio in society, not 
only by unusual beanly, grace, and }U3complisIitnen1s,.but by a sin¬ 
gularly bright and joyous spirit. She had bi'cn distinguished by the 
special regard of George 111. and his fanvily. Suddejily she renounced 
the world, joined the Society of Friends, to wliich l^er mother, had 
belonged, and becamo ono of its ministers. No two persons would, 
a little before, have presented a stronger contrast than the fosluqa- 
able beauty and the timid, ungainly William Forster, 'fhey were 
now drawn together, not only by the work of a cominon ministry, 
but by a hatred oC ^aveiy and a love of dumV) animals which in each 
amounted tx> a passion. Association begot strong atfcction ; and they 
married in 181J3, with the approval of all their friends. William Forster 
took his bride to a cottage in the village of Bradpole, near Bridport, 
situated on a slope of ono of the most beautiful valleys of Dorset¬ 
shire. In this humble home their only son, W. E. Forster, w'aa bom, 
on the 11th of July 1818, and passed the yeai-s of childhood. The 
household was on the modest scale suited to a narrow income, and 
was frequently broken up for a time by spiritual calls, which his 
parents obeyed as sacred. Shortly before his birth Anna Forster felt 
im pelled to set^ut on a three months’ mission to Ireland, a country 
which her husband always regarded with particular afiection. In 
1820, William Forster, after a severe conflict between natural feeling 
and a sense of duty, left wife and son, to engage 'in a course of- 
religious and philanthropic labours in IJoith America, which oisoui- 
pied five yeaia. An; aaeodote told 'by ,Mr. Bei^ iliustwites:,in 
amusing wi^ the co^tioi^; under which th^ -boy’s earliest yeais 
were passed^ ‘rfle was.tmvelBng in a,coach to 
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nurse, when a .benevolent old gentleman begem to talk to him. 

‘ Where is your pe^a, my dear ? * said his feHo^^traveller. ‘ Papa is 
preaching in America'.’ w(»s.the * And whereis your mamma ? ’ 

continued the geutletman. ‘ Mamma is preadxing^ Ireland,’ was 
the answer which the astonished. strange received.” - William 
Porster, on his return to England in 1825, settled down at Bradpole, 
and made his son the companion of his rambles, his simple home 
recreations, of which gardening was the chief, and his constant visits 
among the neighbouring poor. The lx)y was never quite a'boy in 
the Ordinary sense, being a stranger to the sports tod pleasures 
proper to. his age. In the society of his pannts his mfhd was 
habitually engaged in considering and discussing serious subjects; 
and he had fortned strong opinions on the most ditficult social and 
political questions at a pmiod of life Avhen the attention is generally 
engrossed with childish pastimes. On the other hand, although of 
delicate constitution originall}’, he grcAV up strong and active 5 and 
he imbibed from his parents a deep sense of religion, an enthusiasm 
for noble effort, an arilont. sympathy for the poor and the afftictOAl, 
a passionate love of Nature, of beautiful aceneiy, tlowers, birds, and 
animals, which informed and coloured his wliolo life. His regular 
education began in his tenth year as a pupil of Mr. 'faylor, the Curate, 
of Bradpole. In August 1831 ho was sent to a Quaker school at 
Fishponds Hoxise, Bristol, and transferred thence, in October 1832, to 
Grove House, Tottenham, Avhere he remained to the close of 1835. 
His own letters, and those of observing friends, give a clear impnis- 
sion of what manner of boy he was in his scliool-dayS. Frank 
and open in disposition, ho was mncli under the dominion of im¬ 
pulse, which, though always generous, was vehement, and prone to 
acrimonious expression, that drew on him gentle warnings from his 
father and rebuke from his master, lie indulged freely in physical 
exercise; but threw Iiimself into study, particularly the study of 


mathematics and histoiy, wdtii extraordinary energy, under the spur 
of a consuming desire for distinction in a public career. All his 
letters breathe- the most ardent love and reverence for Ms;parents. 
-tVnd though on the footing of a younger brother with .his father, he 
paid all liis wishes implicit obedience. At Tottenham he had the 


advantage of occasional visits to the London house of his uncle, Thomas, 
FoAvell Buxton, at that time M.P. for Weymouth. England'then, 
was agitated by tliu movement against slavery, of which.Bipeton-was 
the leader. Young Forster, in his ambitithis dmi ^tna, ■.■firiiftla' 

his model, and his whole soul was in the conflidj.'*' - A him 

to his father in 1835 gh'es'a very interesting account M a debaie 


in the House of Commons, of whieh Buxton, O’iQopneU 

aa extract 
bis essfetaorainairy 
® 9et of recrulatjnfiti 


wbre 
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by wHch either in playtime or by getting np morning, or by 
reading in bed, I obtain ^eves^ week, not in<Jlt63^gthe evenings, five 
and a half hoars’ mathematics eleven and hours’ reading; and 

I have set myself, in my leisure time in the two evenings for. 

themes, two W mathematics, one for Latin verses, and one for Greek 
Testament and sundries.” Aboutf this time he fell under the gentle sway 
of two remarkable ladies, hliss Sarah Buxton and Miss Aima Gurney, 
who lived together at Northrepps Cottage in Norfolk, not far from 
Northrepps Hall, the seat of Thomas Powell Buxton. They were 
called the “ Cottage Ladies,” and famed far and wide for ability, ao- 
complishments, and active benevolence. Thi5 qualities, of young 
Porater attracted their love and esteem. Seeing in him tho promise 
of great distinction, they fostered his aspiration for a public career, 
and took a wann intt‘rest in all his pursuits; and their influence, applied 
in the plastic season of youth, was potent for good in tho moulding 
of his life. Being now in his eigliteenth year, it became necessaiy 
to decide on his future profession in life. His own thoughts and hopes 
had' been fixed almost from childhood on tho Bar, as the shortest 
road to a seat in Parliament. But William Forster’s mind was fixed 
on some commercial employment, free from irreligious and immoral 
associations, which might secure to his son, at once, a competent 
income. Tliis was a terrible disappointment to the }*oi]ng man, but 
ho bowed without a munnur to liis father’s wishes. Forster senior, 
however, hesitated and wavered with characteristic' indecision. 
Many oraployments were tried without loading to ‘any definite result. 
Young Porstor still continued his studies. “ Please* send me,”, ho 
wrote to his parents from Darlington, “ Abbot’s TrUjoiwirntry^ 
Hamilton’s Comv, S>'ct-ionx, Laci'oix’s JHJfcrctif Ud Calndiiff, ahd especi¬ 
ally Taylor s Elements of Algehra.” These ho required as a solace in 
the evening after twelve hours of ‘‘ dirty drudgery.” Association in the 
anti-slavery la]x)urs of his uncle—whom the Whigs had made a 
baronet—gave him still more congenial occupation. .^ir ,T,hpma6 
was busy on a scheme, which afterwards devolopeil into ^thc .unfor¬ 
tunate Niger Expedition, of opening Africa to trade, educating the 


nefpx)es in industrial arLs, and stopping the slave traffic at soqrce; 
and invited his neph^ to help in the work. Yoqng V^jrstftr advocated 
the project by tongue and pen with an ability ajjd vigour *that won 


the warm admiration of his uncle. He was also eag{;f to jdin, the 
expedition in the peaceful capacity bf an agent. ‘All tbi» time his 
father’s Bjff^ples ..and irresolution /hampered 1^ jBffort»“ac<l e|wrated 
greatly, to Bjis di^dvantage. Scruples of. his, own also stood in 
way. Ho dealing, a most advantageoiffe gpenuig made fov. hxiil .la 
his uncle’s-brewery, from, conscientious bbjectipns to S4Hii^_ 
which Sir Thomas ^pected, though fwiturally unable ioTin^r^tiii^i.^ 
And he refi;umd/,f;i|^el^ offer, in all other respHsets moi^t<ae^^bj^i 
- voL. 
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because tbe commercial firm that made it trafficked in slave-grown 
produce. 

At length, in 1841, Forster was enabled to become the partner 
of T., S. Fison, and soon after of William Fison, in the woollen 
trade at Bradford. For some years the building up a new 
business employed most of his time and energies. But per¬ 
sonal affairs by no means excluded larger interests from his mind. 
The eager attention which he had given to the Slavery Question 
was now tunied to what was called the “ Condition of England 
Question; ” to the pressing social and political problems which he 
found at his own door in the discontent, poverty, and ignorance of 
the English working classes. He read with avidity. The writings of 
Emerson, and particularly those of Carlyle, made a deep and 
enduring impression on his mind. Ho had also the advantage in 
these yeai’S of forming friendships with several distinguished men : 
Sterling, Frederick Maurice, Monckton Milnes, Carlyle, Emer¬ 
son, Thomas Cooper the Chartist, and Robert Owen. Prospering 
business soon enabled him to set up a corafoi*table bachelor’s 
establishment, first at Bolton, and aftenvards atRawdon. It was his 
delight to gather around him men of all classes and opinions for the 
discussion of questions then agitating the public mind. The con¬ 
dition of the masses was deploi’able, and Forster was led by his strong 
popular sympathies to embrace the leading doctrines of Chartism and 
Socialism. From the very first he had created a sensation at Brad¬ 
ford. His towering form, his extraordinary mental and physical 
vigour, his blunt speech, careless, not to say slovenly, attire, and 
unso])histicated ways, his literary tastes excited general curiosity. 
Taking an active part in municipal business, ho soon became a power 
in the town. Prosperous citizens might shako their heads over the 
extrtmro opinions he was believed to hold; but the workmen, dis¬ 
cerning his honest anxiety for their welfare, began to look on him as 
a future leader. It would seem, however, that the condition of 
Ireland held the first place in. his thoughts. In 1846 he said to 
Thoriras Cooper the ("hartist, then visiting him in Yorkshire: “ If I 
had to take a part in the administration of affairs in this country, I 
would strive* to accomplish two great purposes—to give relief, and 
lasting relief, to poor Ireland; and to get the children of the working 
classes out of the gutter by educating them.” Shortly after this 
conversation, the Irish famine puts its leading profession to the test. 
The Society of Friends took the lead in organizing relief in England for 
the starving peasants, |md sent William Forster, as their chief agent, 
to administer it in November. But already, in September, W. E. 
Forster had gone over to Breland to gather information and report to 
his father on the condition of the people. He visited O’Connell at 
Herrynane, .anid ww cordially welcomed as the nephew of Sir Fowell 
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Buxton. The old chief, then breaking fast and body, cast a 

spell over his imagination that did not soon lose its power. Proceeding 
along the West Coast, all the horrors of tme df the most terrible 
visitations that ever afflicted a nation gradu^ly unfolded themselves 
before him. He hurried back to London to stimulate the Friends 
and the Committee of the British Association to greater efforts; and 

relieved his mind ” by heckling Lord John Bussell in a personal 
interview, “ What a sti’ange little mortal he is,” Forster wrote, 

to bo ruler of a mighty nation, with his dwarf-like form, and long, 
deep, and remarkable head, and icy cold expression, with every now 
and then a look of fire.” In tlio following January he returned to 
Ireland, in spite of urgent claims of business, to assist his father. 
On coming back he published a narrative of his visit, with the view 
of arousing attention in England to the social condition which made 
such a calamity possible. “ Surely,” the pamphlet concluded, “ such 
a social result as this is not only a national misfortune, but a national 
sin, crying loudly to every Chiistian citizen to do his utmost to 
remove it. No one of us can have a right to enjoy either riches or 
repose, until, to the extent of his ability, he tries to wash himself ot 
all share in the guilt of this fearful inequality, which will be a blot 
in the history of our country, and make her a byword among the 
nations.” Afterwards, in 1848, he met an Irish clergyman—a friend 
of John Dillon, just then proclaimed a traitor. “ What a position 
would mine be,” said the clergyman, “ if lie (Dillon) came to me for 
shelter. He knows w(4l I should not betray him, but we could not 
give him room.” “ Send him to me,” replied Forster; “ he would 
be quite safe here. No one would suspect a Quaker.” The pamphlet 
attracted universal notice, and gi’eatly raised its author in public 
estimation. 

In the summer of 1847, Thomas and Jane Carlyle passed several 
weeks at Eawdon. The visit included a short tour in Derbyshire, 
where the wisdom of the Chelsea sage occasionally exploded in 
vehement harangues which lost nothing of thoir amusing eflfect in 
Forster’s letters. Moncklon Milnes joined the party for a short time, 
and we have a laughable picture of the malicious skill with which he 
alternately chafed and soothed the irritable philosopher. The Visit 
passed off harmonioqsly on the whole, and greatly gratified Forster, 
who admired the Master and deeply admired the superior qualities 
of his wife. “ She was one of those few women,” he said, “to whom 
a man could talk all day or listen all day wjth equal pleasure.” 

In 1848, while revolution convulsed nearly the whole Continent, 
the respectability of England was scared out of its wits by the com¬ 
paratively harmless Chartist agitatiem. Forster boldly avowed his 
acceptance of the chief points of the Gha^r, while resolutely 
opposing a resort. ^ any form of physical* force. His cotiragdous 
' v'." ' X 2 
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independex]^ exposed him to a stoxm of obloquy, which seemed for a 
time to carry with it a menace of financial rain. And, whilst friends of 
equal' social standing, and even his own family, condemned him as a 
firebrand, the working population of Bradford, Chartists almost to a 
man, rebelled against the restraints he imposed on their movement. 
A trip to Paris, during the Provisional Government of Lamartine, 
had the effect of disenchanting him with Louis Blanc’s workshops, 
but increased the dissatisfaction of his more sober friends. He held 
his ground with stubborn fortitude, and angry feeling gradually died 
out. The Bradford working classes soon returned to their voluntary 
allegiance. But the reputation of a violent Kadical, which clung to 
Forster long after he had renounced many of his early theories, 
proved ^t the very outset of his political career a serious impediment, 
and, later on, a cause of angry misconception, that, failing to mair it, 
yet strewed it with thorns. AVhilo suffering from the reproaches of 
friends and tho bad offices of foes, ho had to endure a still more dis¬ 
tressing conflict in tho secret n'cesscs of his own mind. The writings 
of Carlyle, Emerson, and other sceptical thinkers of tho time had 
gradually sapped his old Quaker faith, and plunged him in all the 
agonies of religious doubt. And, although this period of mental 
pert-urbation seems to have ])assed away without sensibly impairing 
lus general belief in Christian revelation, it considerably modified 
the religious opinions in which ho had been so carefully educated. 

Forstor s marriage with Jane, tho eldest daughter of Dr. Arnold of 
Eugby, made the year 1850 an important epoch of his life. The 
union, although childless, was conspicuously and uniformly ha])py. 
Intimate connection with a family so richly endowed by Nature as 
that of the Arnolds, opened to him new social and intellectual 
resources; and the range of his domestic felicity was greatly enlarged 
when, a few years later, ho adopted the four orphan children of his 
brother-in-law, William Dolafield Arnold. Tho “ aliquid amari”of 
nuptial bliss was supplied by his expulsion, though without breach 
of good feeling on either side, from the Society of Friends. He 
had, indeed, long before discarded the peculiar garb and most of the 
peculiar opinions of tha-t body. But old and cherished ties could not 
be formally severed vrithout causing a pang. In 1851 the firm of 
Fisott & Co., in which he w'aa partner, I’emoved their business from 
Bradfonl to tho village of Burley, in Wharfedale. 

In connection with this experiment Forster built a house on the 
river Wharfe, called Wharfeside, in a situation of romantic beauty. 
Around this new home the brightest aud tenderest memories of his 
married life cluster. The factory at Burley for some years engrossed 
much of his care.* The plans he conceived and carried out for the 
educalicm aud comfort of his workmen; his constat soliritude for 
their welfare; the relations of love and confidehco tlmt quickly 
sprang up between him and them, arid, grew stronger every day 
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educational views were in harmony with his own f Mid-it was with a 
feeling of patriotic rapture that he found within hiei grasp the oppor¬ 
tunity he had long coveted. We can only touch lightly on the burning 
question of the Education Act of 1870, but it calls for some notice 
as the great achievement of Forster’s political life, although not, as 
we think, the severest test of his merits as a statesman. Up to this 
time education in England had been denominational and volun¬ 
tary, The Church of England, being by far the most powerful 
spiritual orgaui/iation in tlie kingdom, occupied most of the 
ground. Forster, however, found three schemes in the field—First, 
that of the National Education Union, for an extension, by means of 
increased help from the State, of the existing voluntaiy system j 
second, that of the llinjiingham League (to which Nonconformists 
had lately rallied as tejiding to promote, religious equality), for free, 
secular, compulsory education, supported altogether by public money; 
third, that of Mr. Lowe, a former Vice-President of the Council. 
Forster adopted and developed the plan of Mr. Lowe. He proposed 
to use the existing machinery, supplementing it in case of .proved 
inadequacy by compelling the ratepayers of a school district to cover 
existing needs by erecting new schools; second, to restrict religious 
teaching in such new schools to the study of the Bible; third, to make 
education compulsory. This last article was modified by the Cabinet; 
the others were embodied in a Bill which the Vice-President introduced 
in the Commons by a speech of remarkable power. At first the 
measure met with little opposition. Btit in a few days a storm of dis¬ 
approval burst forth from the Liberal benches. The Birmingham League 
had looked on Forster as an exjjonent of their view's, and the instniment 
of a policy which aimed at the overthrow of the Established Church. 
Disappointment begot anger, and the bitterest taunts came from old 
personal and political friends. The full blast of their wrath fell 
on the Chartist of other days. He was reviled as a trimmer; 
as a traitor to his principles for selfish ambition. So furious was 
the clamour that Mr. Gladstone, absorbed in his Irish Land 
Bill, hung up the education measure for a time, to allow opinion to 
grow calm. Subsequently the Government made or accepted certain 
amendments; the time-table clause, the Cowper Temple clause, 
clauses adopting the cumulative vote and the ballot, and increasing 
grants to denominational schools, which enabled the measure to pass, in 
principle as Forster framed it, triumphantly through both Houses. 
Mr. Gladstone showed his appreciation of Forster’s work by promoting 
him to a seat in the Cabinet. But the hatred and distrust* of old 
admirers pursued the author of the Education Act for many years. 
The Bradford Liberals rewarded him by a vote of censure, and by 
bitter oppositiomat the next election. 

> Mi*. Beid,'we think,.has succeeded in vindicating his hero frofii the 
chains of the Birmingham League. Time and widening experience 
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States, and liis own correspondence with distinguished Americans, 
had opened to him unusual sources of information. His speech against 
Gregory’s motion was a striking success. Though not an orator, he 
had oratorical gifts. Bringing passionate conviction and almost un¬ 
rivalled grasp and knowledge of his subject to bear, his rugged 
eloquence told with great effect on the House of Commons. He soon 
ranked in public opinion, after Cobden and Bright, as the ablest 
advocate of the Northern cause and the principle of non-intervention. 
Predictions of his future eminence began to appear in the Press. 
In reference to these he wrote to his wife in 1813 : “ The want by the 
Liberal party of a new man is groat, and felt to be great. The old 
Whig leaders are worn out. There are no new Whigs. Cobden and 
Bright are impracticable and un-English, and there sire hardly any 
hopeful lladicals. There is a great prize of iiower and influence to 
be aimed at.” The most noteworthy circumstance in connection with 
these words is that they leave Mr. Gladstone altogether out of account. 
We have here an indication of want of power in Forster to appreciate 
men and political situations, which was a main cause of his subse¬ 
quent failure in Ireland. In 18G4 his zeal for education obtained 
gratifying recognition by his being appointed a member of the Iloyal 
Commission to inquire into the endowments of Middle Class Schools. 
In the autumn of I 860 Lord Palmerston died. Loid llussell suc¬ 
ceeded as Prime Minister, and Forster accepted the post of Under¬ 
secretary for the Colonies under Mr. Cardwell. The first question 
he had to deal with in an official though subordinate capacity was 
the rebellion of the Blacks in Jamaica and the iiTogular execution of 
Mr. Gordon. His subsequent defence of the line adopted by Mr. 
Cardwell in regard to Governor Eyre exposed him to severe criticism. 
Lord llussell, failing to pass a moderate llefonn Bill in the session of 
1866, resigned office, and was succeeded by Lord Derby. But Mr. 
Bright’s famous autumn campaign practically carried the concession 
of Household Suffrage. In 1867 l\Ir. Disraeli took the “ leap in the 
dark ” which “ dished the Whigs.” The General Election of 1868 
brought Mr. Gladstone into power as Prime Minister, and Forster 
became Vice-President of the Privy Council, or virtual Minister of 
Education in the new Administration. 

No other appointment within his reach could have so fully grati¬ 
fied Forster’s ambition. The crying evil of national ignorance 
continually occupied his thoughts, and no aspiration of his life 
was more fondly cherished than to open a way to knowledge for 
every English child by a comprehensive system of public education. 
For years he had been preparing himself to deal with the qu^tion, 
by reflection and inquiry, by discussion, and by acquiring" practical 
experience in his own school at Burley and the school^ of hi» 
^adoion at ^Leede. Btis chief at tihe Privy. Council 
Office, lijrar Bipon; was an old private smd political friend, whose 
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educational views were in harmony with his own f Mid-it was with a 
feeling of patriotic rapture that he found within hiei grasp the oppor¬ 
tunity he had long coveted. We can only touch lightly on the burning 
question of the Education Act of 1870, but it calls for some notice 
as the great achievement of Forster’s political life, although not, as 
we think, the severest test of his merits as a statesman. Up to this 
time education in England had been denominational and volun¬ 
tary, The Church of England, being by far the most powerful 
spiritual orgaui/iation in tlie kingdom, occupied most of the 
ground. Forster, however, found three schemes in the field—First, 
that of the National Education Union, for an extension, by means of 
increased help from the State, of the existing voluntaiy system j 
second, that of the llinjiingham League (to which Nonconformists 
had lately rallied as tejiding to promote, religious equality), for free, 
secular, compulsory education, supported altogether by public money; 
third, that of Mr. Lowe, a former Vice-President of the Council. 
Forster adopted and developed the plan of Mr. Lowe. He proposed 
to use the existing machinery, supplementing it in case of .proved 
inadequacy by compelling the ratepayers of a school district to cover 
existing needs by erecting new schools; second, to restrict religious 
teaching in such new schools to the study of the Bible; third, to make 
education compulsory. This last article was modified by the Cabinet; 
the others were embodied in a Bill which the Vice-President introduced 
in the Commons by a speech of remarkable power. At first the 
measure met with little opposition. Btit in a few days a storm of dis¬ 
approval burst forth from the Liberal benches. The Birmingham League 
had looked on Forster as an exjjonent of their view's, and the instniment 
of a policy which aimed at the overthrow of the Established Church. 
Disappointment begot anger, and the bitterest taunts came from old 
personal and political friends. The full blast of their wrath fell 
on the Chartist of other days. He was reviled as a trimmer; 
as a traitor to his principles for selfish ambition. So furious was 
the clamour that Mr. Gladstone, absorbed in his Irish Land 
Bill, hung up the education measure for a time, to allow opinion to 
grow calm. Subsequently the Government made or accepted certain 
amendments; the time-table clause, the Cowper Temple clause, 
clauses adopting the cumulative vote and the ballot, and increasing 
grants to denominational schools, which enabled the measure to pass, in 
principle as Forster framed it, triumphantly through both Houses. 
Mr. Gladstone showed his appreciation of Forster’s work by promoting 
him to a seat in the Cabinet. But the hatred and distrust* of old 
admirers pursued the author of the Education Act for many years. 
The Bradford Liberals rewarded him by a vote of censure, and by 
bitter oppositiomat the next election. 

> Mi*. Beid,'we think,.has succeeded in vindicating his hero frofii the 
chains of the Birmingham League. Time and widening experience 
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greatly modified maajy of Forster’s early views. Thongli originally' 
in favout of secala;r schools, he had long held the opinion that public 
education to be beneficial should be based on Christian doctrine. 
He was opposed to the disestablishment of the Church of England, 
and, indeed, a member of that party in it of which Mr. Maurice 
was a leader. He saw neither wisdom nor justice in a design to 
destroy an educational fabric built up by so much labour and self* 
sacrifice, which, however incomplete, had effected much good, and 
was cherished by a majority of the nation. Bcsidc's, as a practical 
politician, he f(»llowed the only lines on whicli liis pui-poso could be 
accomplished. The Birmingham i)arty, with the aid of household 
suffrage, barely mustered sixty votes in the Commons. Neither then 
nor at any time since would England accept a system of purely 
secular teaching. Judged by its results, the Education Act has been 
eminently successful, accordijig to the intention of its author, in 
spreading instruction among the English masses. And Forster seems 
to have found compensation in the approval of his own conscience, 
and the conviction of having conferred a great benefit on England, 
for reproaches that caused him exquisite pain. When Mr. Gladstone 
retired from public life in 1875, Forster and Lord Ilartington 
were put forward as candidates for the leadc'rshii) of the Liberal 
party ill the House of Commons. The selection of the latter has 
been attributed to the anger of the lladicals and the advice of Mr. 
Bi’ight. But it is not at all clear that Forster was qualifio'd in any 
high degi*ee for a post which is only a step below tho oftico of Prime 
Minister. Although his capacity was great, and his love and power 
of work exceptional, he had not tho commanding genius or the 
splendid oratorical gifts which have enabled men not born to a high 
social pisitiou to win the liighest place in English public life. And 
glaring faults of speech and manner, which exa.speratcd acquaintances 
as- well as strangers, and concealed fi’om-those that did not know him 
well the overflowing kindness o.f his nature, were- a positive disquali¬ 
fication for the leadership of a great party. The disappointment was 
keen, but h(^ bore, it with magnanimity, and gave a cordial, if some¬ 
what indt»pendent, support to his successful rival. When Mr. Glad¬ 
stone caiuo to the front again in tho autumn of 1876 to rouse up 
England against the atrocities of Turkish rule, Forster had gone 
down the Danube to study the Eastern question on the spot. After 
his return he joined in vigorously denouncing the Jingo policy of 
Lord Beacon sfield. About the same time ho made his memorable * 
stand dgainst the dictation of the Bradford caucus. His victory over 
that body had the happy ^result of healing tho breach that separated 
him Aom hie old Eodical supporters. In the General Eleotiofi? of 1880, 
Mr. Gladstone again carried his party into power, and Forster^ unmi- 
mdtiaify‘rs|fc^fed by the Liberals of. Bradfbrd, acc^ted the office-of 
Chief f<» Ireland, with a seat in the Cabinet. Forster’s 
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warfare with the National parfy in Ireland is deaj$ #ith at large in 
another article. We shall restrict oarselves :l^re to a very few 
remarks, suggested by Mr. Eeid-s narrative. There can be no doubt 
that he went to Ireland full of ardent sympathy for the Irish people, 
and with an earnest desire to promote their welfare; that the position 
he found himself iu would have taxed severely very high gifts of 
statesmanship j that he was misunderstood, misrepresented, and even 
shamefully calumniated. Neither can there be any doubt that liis 
rule was an absolute failure, and that failure in a great measure 
resulted from his own shortcomings and mistakes. JJe does not 
appear, on assuming the office of Chief Seenstary, to have possessed 
any clear insight into tho condition or feeling of the Irish people. 
And at the very outset ho fell into the fatal blundei’, inex¬ 
cusable, and indeed inexplicable, in a man of Forster’s inde¬ 
pendent spirit, broad sympathies, and tolei’ant view’s, of refusing 
to take counsel with their representatives in Parliament. The 
attitude he adopted towards tho Irish members from tho first 
provoked their distrust and hostility. The action of the House of 
Lords left him'pow'erless in a constitutional struggle. And he found 
himself confronted by a national organization, which, while defending 
the peasants from legal wrong, gathered to its standard all tho dis¬ 
affection of the land, and enlisted social passions iu a ]iolitical conflict. 
His coercive measures, ill-conceived and ill-executed, merely aggra¬ 
vated the situation. Ho fell under tho dominion of a bureaucracy, 
discredited by origin, evil traditions, and incorapetcnco. Striking 
wildly at village ruffians, his blows exasperated without being 
effective. Tho prisons wore crammed with harmless men, who, in 
spouting frothy liietoric, had served as safety valves for popular 
excitement, w'hilo murder stalked openly tlirouglv tho land, tnicking 
down its victims with impunity. And when his failure w’as manifest 
to all, the mortification of defeat, as w'ell as hoiif'st horror of tho 
crimes and outrages tho conflict had generated, prov’cnted his recogniz¬ 
ing his original error and uniting witli his colleagues in an endeavour 
to repair it. Ho retired from office, but retirement was so managed 
as to bring him, quite unnecessarily, into painful collision with Mr. 
Gladstone, who had always given him a generous support. Hence¬ 
forth his position in political life w’as independent and somow’hat 
isolated, leaving him free to discharge the unwelcome office of a 
“ candid friend ” towards his former colleagues. This was mainly, 
however, in the bungled affairs of South Africa and the Soudan, 
which, in his sympathy for oppressed races and his enthusiastic 
admiration of General Gordon, he followed with the keenest interest. 
It is only fair to notice that, although at war to the death with the 
Farnellite parlyhis solicitude for what he deemed justice to Inland 
did not abate. .He was the first among English politicians of the 
front rank to insist that tho concession of household suffrage in 1884 



322 


The Westminster Review. 

eliould extend to the sister island. The last great public movement 
with which his name is associated was that of the Imperial Federa¬ 
tion League, of which he was principal founder. Enormous labour 
daring the Session of 1885, as Chairman of the Committee on the 
Manchester Ship Canal Bill, broke down his iron constitution. • At the 
close of the Session of Parliament he fell into a state of physical 
languor, from which he never rallied, although he lingered on hope¬ 
fully to April of the following year. Whatever solace domestic 
affection, the good wishes of troops of friends in every rank of life, 
and public ^licitude could bring to his closing hours was abundantly 
given. If he was happy in the period of his entering a public 
career, he may also b'e considered happy in the period of its close. 
His death occurred when he had reached the highest point of his 
fame in England, as an able, honest, and patriotic statesman; when 
he had lived down much unjust enmity; and at the very opening of 
a crisis in the fortunes of his party, which has rent asunder the 
strongest personal and political ties, and dimmed tho lustre of 
reputations which had seemed to form already a permanent addition 
to our national glories. 
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The normal Session of Parliament closed in strife and tumult such 
as we have not witnessed since last year. The incidents attending 
the suspension of Mr. Conybeare, were followed by the exciting 
struggles on the Charges and Allegations Bill, the record of which 
are, in the main, the record of tho Parliamentary month. The in¬ 
troduction of this unfortunate Bill is responsible for much, and we 
have not yet fathomed all its possible consequences. The Govern¬ 
ment have no doubt already repented of it. They are under grave 
suspicion in regard to it, and if they protest that this is unjust, it is 
their own fault that suspicion exists. But the Bill has prejudiced 
them in other ways. "When wo wrote last month an autumn sitting 
of Parliament was an open question. !Mr. Smith spoke of it, but, 
in the same breath, hoped it might not be necessary. And as if to 
“make it more unlikely, he began the massacre of his Bills. It is 
possible that at this period the Government had not made up their 
minds as to meeting in the autumn. If so, tluur indecision could 
not have lasted long. 'I’he introduction of the Commission Bill 
changed everything. The zeal of the House of Commons, which 
had been quite exemplary from tho bi'ginniug of the Session—Mr. 
Goschen admits so much—immediately cooled, and angry conten¬ 
tion took its place. The usual result followed. A couple of days 
were occupied in the second reading of the Commission Bill, though 
in the end there was no division; four days were given to the com¬ 
mittee stage, when the Bill was pushed through by the wholesale 
use of the closure; finally, a couple of days were devoted to the report 
stage and third reading. It 'was on the 8th August only that the 
Bill passed the Commons. Meanwhile the autumn sitting had become 
a clear necessity. All the really useful work of the Session had 
been set aside; and the Government, checked and disappointed, 
prepared to wind up with all despatch, postponing everything w’hich 
could be postponed until the return of Parliament. In the final 
days of the sitting they completed the Local Government Bill, or so 
much of it as remains, the Kailway and Canal Traflic Bill, and two 
measures for Imperial and National Defence. These, with the 
National Debt Bill, passed earlier on to g^ve effect to Mr. Goschen’a 
Conversion Scheme,,,are the solid fruits of six months’ Parliamentary 
work. The Govemment themselves would hardly care^ to rahk 
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the Special Commission Bill among the useful legislation of the 
Session. 

Naturally the state of things here set out gives small satisfaction 
to the Mimsterialists and their allies. Mr. Chamberlain, speaking 
at Highbury the other day, was anxious to put the best .face possible 
upon the achievements of the Government; but he was compelled 
to make up his brief catalogue of measures by including at least 
one Bill which has gone over to the autiimn. And, as a matter 
of fact, the list of postponed Bills is much longer than that of Bills 
already passed. Mr. Smith is blamed as usual, and the story of 
his forthcoming elevation to the peerage is revived. The Leader of 
the House is the vicarious victim of a Cabinet much more responsible 
for the course of events than he. With a crowded paper, the 
autumn sitting cannot be projected beyond the Christmas holidays 
—a period of something less than seven weeks. In that time the 
great bulk of Supply must be taken—^nearly a hundred and fifty 
sepajtate votes—and the Commons will have to deal with the Employers’ 
Liability Act Amendment Bill, the series of Bills on Irish Main 
Drainage, the Tithes Bills, the Bill for constituting a Board of Agri¬ 
culture (just introduced), the promised Bill for continuing the 
operation of Ijord Ashb<mrne’s scheme of Land Purchase in Ireland, 
and Mr. Goschen’s Wheel and Van Tax, to sjiy nothing of minor 
Government measures. Then there are a couple of Bills in the 
hands of private members, to which so much time has already been 
given that their failure would bo a serious scandal. The Oaths 
Bill and the Libel Law Amendimmt Bill have a distinct claim upon 
the consideration of the Government; and to add to all this, the 
Irish party propose (very properly, ns wo think) to discuss a variety 
of matters which have lately been pushed aside, including the treat¬ 
ment of Mr. Alandeville in Tullamoro Gaol, ’.rho fact that the Special 
Commission of Judges will be sitting simultaneously with the House 
inquiring into the charges against Mr. Parnell and his colleagues, 
does not give any reason for thinking that matters will be any the 
easier for the Government, and if is little likely that the autumn 
Session will fail of full occupation. 

Taking Parliamentaiy events as they occurred, it may be said that 
the suspension of Mr. Conybearo was a certainty sooner or later. 
The member for the Camborne Division of Cornwall cares little for 
public opinion, and still less, for Parliamentary tradition. He likes 
to go his own way in his own fashion, and to call a spade a spade. 
His sincerity is unquestionable, but his method, is sometimes a’trial 
for his party; That he should be unpopular in the House is not 
surprising, but that the Chair should be influenced by the- prevnilihg 
feeling. Uj^nst Mr. Oonybeare is a thing for which we were not 
prepivreoi, The acceptance ^' h motion for closure vj^hen the Bann 
Dramajge^l had-heen debated foi* something under half an hour 
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on the n^otion for second reading, was admitted by, Jj^^JSpeaker to be 
due to a misapprehension on his part. He expl^i^ that he did 
not see any disposition among “ mmh&ra from Irdemd ” to take pe,rt 
in the debate, and, knowing that they yrould have ^ther opportunities 
of dealing with the measure, he allowed the stage to be taken. Now 
members for Ireland had not rights superior to those of other 
members even upon Irish Bills, and one cannot but think that Mr. 
Peel unwittingly allowed the popular notion in tho House that Mr. 
Conybeare is a nuisance, to get the better of him. Nothing, of course, 
can wholly excuse IVtr. Conybeare’s letter to the Star. It was 
purposely extremely offensive in tone, and it reiterated the sugges¬ 
tion which had been withdrawn in the House on the previous night, 
that tho Speaker’s conduct amounted to “a public scandal,” with 
the unnecessaiy explanation that the withdrawal was a mere matter 
of form made to conciliate the Parliamentary proprieties. At the 
same time Mr. Conybeare was not absolutely devoid of defence. The 
letter was written in hot blood immediately after tho hon. mother 
left the House, and the general admission among the Opposition 
that it was a breach of privilege, did not prevent Sir George 
Trevelyan from saying that a moderately worded letter of protest 
would, have been perfectly justifiable in the circumstances. Mr. 
Morley told the House that he considered the motion for closure in 
this case “ a gross abuse of the Pules; ” and this observation, which 
according to the Times was “ most reprehensible,” was subsequently 
repeated out of doors. Then the punishnumt which was proposed 
for Mr. Conybeare bjr Lord E. Churchill, who took up the matter, 
was obviously vindictive. Lord llandolph’s intervention in the case 
was, indeed, altogether indiscreet. Ho had had a warm encounter 
with tho member for Camborne on the previous night in respect of 
a matter in which they had rival Bills, and his own side w'ere 
astonished to hear him propose to suspend !Mr, Conybeare for the 
rest of the Session. In none of the quoted cases did tho punish¬ 
ment go beyond a fortnight, and for this tlu' Opposition pleaded ‘ 
with energy. Lord llandolph loftily refused* to give way, and it was 
only when Mr. Smith declared that ho Avould add to the motion 
words limiting the suspension to a month if tho Session lasted longer, 
that the matter was arranged in this souse in the abssence of the 
Opposition, who refused to sanction what they considered a vindictive 
punishment. Mr. Conybeare’s expulsion was still in force when the 
House rose on the 13th ult. In. the meantime he had been in 
Cornwall consulting his constituents, and, if wo may believe common 
report, he had found that his conduct was not altogether approved by 
his friends. Mr., Conybeare may ^ possibly take warning from the 
fact, and if, ^ a consequence, he improves his Parliamentary.style 
it trill be a dis%ot.gain to hin^lf and a relief to his party. . 

The Special (^pamisslj^n ]^11, more accurately known as the Charges 
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aiid Allegftiions (Heml9ers of Parliament) Bill, produced a number of 
exciting incideiita in its comw through the House of Commons. At 
the outset and subsequently Grovernment were repeatedly asked to ex¬ 
plain why they had extended the scope of the Bill—^beyond the terms 
in which Mr., Smith first made the offer of the Commission—to 
“ other persons’' besides the members of l^arliament charged by the 
Times, And Mr. Parnell, who followed Mr. Smith on the motion 
for the second reading, protested against any attempt to turn atten¬ 
tion froni the acts of himself and his Parliamentary colleagues to the 
doings of the Land League. He suggested that the change of front 
had been made either on the suggestion of the Attorney-General 
(who was counsel for'the Times in the O’Donnell v. Walter case) or 
of Mr. Walter himself, and declared that the desire of the Govern¬ 
ment was to cast discredit upon a great natiomil movement, and to 
provide a means of escape for thoir “confederates” from charges 
which had already broken down. I’his attitude Mr. Parnell steadily 
maintained to the end. But he also went furtheT. “ If” he said, 
“ the inquiry were directed to the authenticity of the letters read by 
the Attorney-General in the O’Donnell case, he could demonstrate 
witliin a vreek that they were forgeries.” He had dealt with these 
letl^ at length on a previous occasion, and he now took up certain 
bth<fr allegations made against him by the Attorney-General as 
counsel for the Times, to show how the 2'imes had blundered con¬ 
cerning his doings in Paris and elsowhore. And then he formulated 
hi$ demands upon the Treasiuy bench as follow;—That the inquiry 
^o^dbe limited to membors of Parliament according to the offer first 
ton®'© j, that the persons chargi'd should be specifically named; that 
it be a judicial inquiry; that the accused should have the 

rightw open the case, and to conduct it as a case in the Courts ; 
that ^© 'charges should be specified ; and that all documents should 
be submitted to the accused at the outset, in order that they might 
take photographs and be in a position to submit them to the 
examination of (experts. 

It was upon these lines that the Opposition acted in their attempts 
to deal with the Commission Bill. Mr. Gladstone warmly supported 
Mr*. Parnell in making, hiS demands, and there was all through.the 
utmost harmony betwf^ ^h_e two sections of the Opposition.. Per 
eontra the Liberal Unioniste ed^peraCt^ as thoroughly with the Govern¬ 
ment. Mr. Chamberlain wfttf fpr^oipg into everything done in connec¬ 
tion with the Land League/; sa’^’the minor and admitted offendea of 
boycotting and intimidationbjt he proposed that the Government 
should relieve the innocent paz^ of the oo^a of the Ihquiiy. ' Very 
early in the debatp the Home Secretary admitted that the La^ League, 
as 'a L«e^& waa more «lipse^ in this investigaljdn th w its 

in^vidi# laald' spite" the ‘fa>ct. Httft it 




in 



Hofm 

♦ '• 
order that certain membm of the House might have^iWg^^rtauitjr 
of clearing their characters,” waa more wad mora.-flllliied to the 
front as the suspicion grew on the Hinisterial. benches that the 
Times had perhaps been misled in regard to the. lett^s. 

The four days* debate in committee, was wholly occupied in 
attempts to amend Clause 1. Not a single point, was conceded by 
the Government, but, at the end of the third day, notice was given of 
a resolution for next day ordering the Chairman to put the clauses 
seriatim, and without further debate, at the end of that sitting. 
Previously Mr. Smi^ih had proposed the names of the Commissioners 
separately, and Mr. Justice Hannen and Mr. Justice Smith, one a 
Liberal Unionist, the other a Tory, were unquestioningly adopted. 
On the other hand, there was a fierce controversy over the name of 
Mr. justice Day. The learned judge is a Catholic, and an English 
Catholic; which means that he is in all probability a bitter opponent 
of the Irish claims. Mr. Laboucherc unearthed some indiscreet 
words of the Judge at Liverpool Assizes in sentencing certain Irish¬ 
men for a shameful outrage, and Mr. John Mbrley created quite a 
tempest in the bosom of Mr. Goschen, by reading a letter from Mr. 
R. Adams, an Irish barrister who seiwed on the Belfast Commission 
with Mr. Justice Day, to the effect that the learned Judge “ nightly 
railed against Parnell and his friends, and believed them guilty of 
any crime.” Of course Mr. Justice Day's name was carried, and it' 
may be said here that, just before the House rose, Mr. Smith read a •- 
letter forwarded to him by ftfr. IMorloy from Sir E. Bulwer, another 
of the Belfast Commissioners, in which it was stated that while in tho 
North of Ireland Mr. Justice Day made no reference to the existing^ 
political situation, and seemed to have no party attachments. 

Mr. Parnell’s attack on Mr. Chamberlain came as a surprise 
Committee. It appeared to be duo to certain allusions to tbel^nM 
'friendship previously made by hfr. Chamberlain, and to 
patronizing suggestion that ho really did not accept, the 
charges as proved. These sent Mr. Parnell into certain recollectlona 
of his own, which ho said were ntainly to thetoffect that Mr. Cham¬ 
berlain was always willing to put up the Irish paj^'^y to do' work he 
Would not undertake himself, and that fi# was frequently guilty of 
betraying the counsels and plans of his colleagues in the Cabinet. 
It,was in the excitement engendered by this that Mr. T. P. 

O’Oonnor fell into difficulty by calling jme jnember for West 
Birnungham, “Judas Chamberlain.*’rfght bon. gentleman 
thought the insult sufficiently -imjjd^ht' to bring it before the 
■Speaker, and it was pr^ptly withdr^^)4th such apology as satisfied 
the Chair, though the terns of apotoj^ could hardly have mollified 
Mr.^ Cl^berlain. '>v It was^ not until next day that Mr. Chamberlain 
found oppdrtofiil^,.ofMr. Parnell, and he theh teddus, 

ammg pt^er. :j^heme of Nit^onal Conncfls. Ibont 
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wMoh 80 much, was h^ard in 1885^ was not his scheme, but Was sent 
to him by Mr. Parnell in Mr. Parnell’s own hand. It did not satisfy 
Mr. Chamberlain’s Badicalism, but it was submitted to Mr. Gladstone’s 
Cabinet as a scheme , which would satiftfy the Irish leaders. All 
previous communications of any sort with Mr. Parnell were, in like 
fashion, made known to Mr. Gladstone and the Irish Secretary for the 
time being as the Ministers principally concerned .—ergo there could 
bo no betrayal of the Cabinet as had been suggested. Mr. Chamber- 
lain professed a perfect readiness to satisfy the public on all these 
matters, if Mr. Parnell on his part were willing. In a second speech 
tho member for Cork enlarged the scope of his allegations, and out¬ 
side the House Captain O'Shea came forward to support Mr. Cham¬ 
berlain with a letter to the Times. It was hero suggested that not 
only had Mr. Chamberlain Mr. Parnell’s scheme of National Councils, 
but Mr. Parnell’s “ own Coercion Bill,” which latter was to have been 
passed in 1885 “ with just enough show of opposition by the Irish 
party to satisfy tho Extremists in Ireland and America.” The quarrel 
being thus transferred to tho Press, remained there. When it was 
thought that Mr. Chamberlain liad “ scored,” Mr. Parnell challenged 
him to tho production of his proofs, and things became very 
interesting. In incollection of tho Times' letters, one wanted to see 
what sort of man ]Mr. Parnell was in private correspondence. Mr. 
Chamberlain accepted the challenge, but delayed a full statement for 
several days. When it a})peared, it was universally admitted to have 
missed lire. He had talked of proofs in T\Ir. Parnell's own hand¬ 
writing, but the National Councils scheme boro the name of Mr. 
O’Shea, and Mr. Parnell's “own Coercion Bill” was described as a 
copy of the Act of 1882 with certain passages through which a pen 
had been drawn. There was nowhere a scrap of IVIr. Parnell’s hand¬ 
writing of any sort, and for all tho “ proof ” given, Mr. O’Shea might 
be responsible for the whole. 

At this point the quarrel stands, and ]\Ir. Parnell naturally finds 
no call upon him to make rejoinder. His reputation for extreme 
care and caution in all political matters has been amply justified, and 
this gives his friends confidence that his repeated declarations con¬ 
cerning the Times' letters may be relied on. It ought perhaps to be 
added that Mr. Chamberlain has liimself very frankly admitted Mr. 
Parnell’s accuracy concerning the National Council scheme, and it is 
now established, by the consent bf Mr. Parnell’s op^nent, that the 
Irish leader never agreed to aopept a National Coun^ as a substitute 
for an Irish Parliament. What ho and his friends were willing to 
take from English statesmen, pending the -extension of the francMso, 
and the creatiem df a strong Irish Parliamentary party, was a Centr^ 
Board to take ^v.er the dirties of the various-•administrative bureaux 
in Bablm;. But it explicitly stipulated that this Boar4 should 
have no IjBgisl^tive fonctlons wh<i4ever. Mr? Chamberlain would 
have addedf ceriaaab’icgislative powers, and for this reason his scheme 
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was derided, to Ws extreme annoyance, as we And wien 

the Tories came in, and Lord Carnarvon began to whisper of hopes of 
an Irish Parliament, the Irish party, then nearly ninety strong, 
threw the scheme of a Central Board to the winds. 

‘ To return to the incidents of the Commission Bill, it is necessary 
to notice how, after four or five days—in which the Government 
carefully abstained from saying anjiihing to the oft-repeated sugges¬ 
tion that they had been in communication with the Timm upon the 
drafting of tlio Bill—Mr. W. H. Smith was goaded into an admis¬ 
sion that ]Mr. Walter (the chief proprietor of the Times) had called 
upon him at his house. Mr. Walter was “ an old friend,” and, 
though he pii'^tioned the Bill, wo wero asked to bi:liove that he made 
no attempt whatever to infinonco Mr. Smith in any direction. The 
Bill was, in fact, in print at the time, and contained the words “ and 
others,” to which so much objection had been taken. It is a pity 
that Mr. Smith, having gone so far, did not say more as to the 
nature of his conversation with !Mr. Walter. With every desire to 
believe in his bond JUlcs^ one cannot but wonder that ho should have 
seen Mr. Walter in the circumstances, and why, having so seen him, 
the fact W'as not stated carliiT to the House of Commons. As the 
matter stands, with the refusal of Mr. Smith to go into details upon 
•his conversation with his “ old friend,” there is a suspicion! look 
about the wliolo thing, and this is not decreased when wo remember 
that the Attorney-General was also in council with tho Cabinet 
about the same time. 

The irritation into which tho Times was thrown by tho per¬ 
tinacity of Parliamentary inquiry on these matters was natural 
enough if it was not wise. When Mr. ^lorloy took upon himself 
to cli^ampion Mr. Redmond's ancient grievance against the anti-Irish 
journal, which he conditionally branded with ‘‘ infamy,” the Times 
lost its head and fell foul of its critics wit h a reckless violence which 
brought it into an admitted breach of privilege. Mr. Labouchere 
promptly brought it to book by a declaratory motion which, if 
adopted, must have been followed by severe punishment. But Mr. 
Goschen, as temporary leader of the House, begged the House, 
according to precedents conveniently immed up, to overlook the 
offence of the Tiincs^ and Mr. Gladstone, adding his voice to this 
appeal, the motion was withdrawn, not, however, before Mr. Redmond 
had re-stated his complaint against the Livies, and Mr. Morley, throw¬ 
ing aside his qualifying language, had; J’ as an experienced journalist,” 
deliberately declared the leading organ to be covered "svith “tho deepest 
infemy.” The Times hM “since attempted, an explanation of its 
treatment of Mr. Re^dnd, which leaves much to be desii-ed, and 
having professed a wUlifij^ess to do him strict justice, has at the 
same time encouraged its own correspondents to bring against him 
afresh the accusations '^#hich,’he has time after time demolished, 
without, however, ^tting the Timm to publish his denials. 
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It had been expected that the attempt to drive the Oommlssion 
Bill through, the committee stage by the dosure, would produce 
trouble. But this was not so. A strong protest was made against the 
adoption of Mr. Goschen's resolution ordering the Chairman to 
“ report” the Bill at a certain hour, but when the hour came, the 
Irish members contented themselves with abstaining. On the report 
stage, proceedings were more amicable, for the reason that the 
Government showed themselves a little more reasonable. They 
accepted various small amendments, compelling attendance before 
the Commission of unwilling witnesses, keeping alive the penalties 
for defaulters, and ordering the Commission to report to the 
House from time to time “ if they think fit.” It was also 
arranged (thanks to Mr. Courtney) that any member *of Parliament 
in an Irish prison should have an opportunity of meeting any charges 
made against him before' the Commission, and a discretionary power 
was given to the Commissioners to enable and compel the inspec¬ 
tion and production of documents. The third reading of the Bill 
was opposed, not by tlio Irish members, but by Sir W. Lawson and 
Mr. Labouchere, and of course quite uselessly. Still the protest 
against what !Mr. Laboucherti wittily dubbed the “ Times Protection 
Bill was not without its value as emphasizing the leading objections 
taken against the Bill, and as exhibiting the absurdly partisan action 
of the Government in standing so carefully all through for the Times 
newspaper. 

Of the success of the Bill in the Lords there could be no 
manner of doubt, but Lord HerschoH's weighty speech, which put 
the objections of the Opposition with great force and cogency, 
remained altogether unansw'ei-ed. Within a few hours of the Bill 
having received the Eoyal assent, the Commissioners met to settle 
the preliminaries. Their action was no doubt influenced by the 
news that Mr. Parnell had begun a suit for libel against the Times 
in the Scotch Court of Session. This movement of the Irish leader 
became possible the moment the Government refused to limit the 
inquiry by Commission, and it had been plainly hinted at in the 
Home Rule Press. The Times has given us to understand that it 
will do nothing to advance the hearing of the suit, which it regards 
as a trick meant to oust the jurisdiction of the Special Commission. 
This means of course that the Tirnes will do all it can to retard the 
hearing, and it is unlikely that the case will come to trial before next 
year. Meantime, the Special Commission, which is to begin its inquiry 
on the 16th of October (after a preliminary meeting on the 17th of 
September), will have done a considerable share of its work. In 
Scotch legal circles there is much discussion whether the Court of 
Session will undertake the triid of a suit between “ foreigners ” who 
have nd property in the country. 

The Jboeal (^vernment Bill saw little change in its final stages. 
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On the report stage, Mr. EiteV»j: { , -2:^ tlie iniSiJ?i3^ of a new 
plan for distributing ^tbe pryMiS’^n^ t c#,^ ll^^nty authorities. 
Previously the proposed basis of distributra^ wed the number of 
indoor pool* in the worl^ouses, but the money is now to be divided 
in proportion to the. grants inlaid* of local taxation which each county 
received in the year ending SIst March last. A strong Commission, 
with Lord Derby as president^ was appointed to arrange the 
financial questions between the towns made counties in themselves, 
and the counties proper. Whefi t^ Bill went up to the Lords, the 
Earl of CamArvon wept'over it ai^ revolirtionary scheme for intro¬ 
ducing the wire-puller and the caimis into the guileless country 
districts, but otherwise it was astonishing to see how quietlp'the peers 
took their practical dethronement. The changes madoxin the Bill were 
few. Lord Salisbury, succeeded in giving the peers the voting 
qualification for the county councils, and if ho had had his way, he 
would have gas ified the sons of peers and the sons of*county electors. 
But these last things were forbidden to him and ha surrendered. 
He had the %elT[') of Lord Horschell in reserving the rights of the 
magistracy as conservators of the peace, and in giving them, to this 
extent, power over tho police ; and the Tories rallied round the Prime 
Minister in order to give back to the Corporation of London the power 
of appointing its own Recoider. This wus, no doubt, i^ order to 
allow Lord Salisbury to say at the Mansion House banquet, which 
followed, that Ministers ha4 solved the diflScult problem of 
metropolitan government without diininishing in any way the lustre 
with which the City shone in the eye of the Foreigner! Want of 
time prevented any serious controversy over those amendments when 
the Bill went back to the Commons; but in any case the Govern¬ 
ment would have prevailed. Sir Henry James, alone among the 
Unionists, protested against the continuation of an elective Recorder- 
ship, knowing of course that the stipulation that the Crown must 
approve the City nominee before he performs any judicial functions 
will be mere matter of form. 

In Ireland the situation has not made much movement. Mr. 
Balfour has arrested another member of Parliament, Mr. J. O’Kelly, 
who was seized in London under an Irish warrant backed by a 
Bow Street magistrate, and has since been sentenced to four mouths’ 
imprisonment for advising the people of Roscommon to treat the 
Star Chamber courts with contempt. Mr. O’Kelly has given notice 
of appeal, and is at liberty meanwhile. The Court of Exchequer 
has refused to release Mr. Dillon, whose case was argued on the pre¬ 
sumption that he was not legally in custody ; but the release of Mr. 
Latchford, a Kerry magistrate, sentenced to a month’s imprisonment 
for “ riot,” has been ordered on the ground that the ofience was not 
sufficiently specified in the conviction. This is probably equal to 
saying that there was no case against the acensed, Mr. Balfour 
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and his law-officers cheerfully maintain that it is possible for one man 
to be guilty of “ riot.” Apart from the doubt as to the character of 
the evidence, Mr. Morley has called attention to certain things in 
connection with the case which, to say the least, are. not a little 
suspicious. The case was dealt with, not under the ordinary law, 
but under the Crimes Act, and the magisti'ate who heard it (Mr. 
Cecil Eocho) had previously been publicly censured by Mr. Latchford, 
who had also joined in a petition to the Loi’d Chancellor for his 
removal. These facts are undisputed, and so far no sufficient 
explanation has bf3en given concerning them. Mr. lialfour has 
satisfied hiinseir, and that of course is enough. Yet this does not 
altogetlu'r remove the suspicion that the law has been strained to 
punish a personal enemy. The Coroner’s iiujuiries into the death of 
j\[r. Mandevilhi and of Br. Eidley have resulted awkwardly for the 
Government. In the first case the verdict was to the eff’ect that 
deceased died from cellular inflammation of the throat, brought about 
by bnital and unjustifiable treatment in prison, and the jury pro- • 
tested against Ihe cruel treatment dealt out to political offenders. 
As to Br. Eidley, the jury found that ho committed suicide “ whilst 
under temporary insixnity, produced by the apprehension of disclosures 
at the ])revio»s incpiest,” n'ldch wiijM injure him nnth the Kvceviive 
Government. This we take to be the unexpressed meaning of the 
verdict, for it was further declared “ that he was compelled to act in 
his official capacity in contravention of his own humane .and con¬ 
siderate vi«ws.” Again the jury condemned “the reckless and 
unfounded charges made by Br. llarr ” against certain of the medical 
witnesses and “ ]X)or Mrs. jMandeville.” This of course is so much 
waste paper for Mr. B.alfour, but we commend to public attention 
the evidence of Br. Ban’, the Government surgeon, as illus¬ 
trating the temper in which affairs are conducted in Ireland. 
This gentleman, who seems to be a practifioner of no particular 
eminence at ldverix)ol, took it upon himself to p.ass sweeping con¬ 
demnations upon the Irish doctors who visited Tullaraore, and whose 
diplomas wei*e some of them higher than his own. Ho admitted in 
the first inquest that he might have said !Mr. Mandeville was a 
BcoundrM who deserved all he got, and his conduct throughout both 
inquiries was such as to show how cjirefully he had copied the spirit 
and manners of those who are now responsible for the government 
of the unhappy sister country. It is not possible to pursue the sub¬ 
ject of these inquiries in any detail, but the experiences of Mr. 
William O’Bribn, Mr. Alderman Hooper, and Lane—all members 

of Parliament, who have been in Tullamorc—will remain with the 
Itisli peof^le as a bitter memory for many a long day. Meanwhile 
the .^me of ' eviotion goetf on; tod we have no signs of the Arrears Bill 
)i»y -(Ihe, llonjto GSathoKc hierarchy. It is not surprising 
in the ci^iiiktancea that we hear nothing d? the Fap^ Decree. 
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According to Mr, Morley, it haa not been read from a aiugle altar in 
Ireland; even the Bishop of Limerick says notlui^ more of it. Tho 
solidarity of priests and people remains complete, and Mr. Balfour 
deludes himself with thinking that he is solving the Irish question. 
Was there ever such fatuity ? One sensible thing the Chief 
Secretary has done during the month. Being compelled to abandon 
his scheme for equipping the County Courts to deal with applications 
for fair rents, he has now appointed ten additional assistant Land 
Commissioners to wozic on existing lines. It is consequently 
hoped that we may soon see a reduction of the vast an*ears of work 
in the Land Courts. 

The Mansion House banquet to Ministers was remarkable only 
for Jjord Salisbury’s singularly sti’ange speech on foreign affairs. 
If the Prime Minister thinks that (iferman policy in Uiilgaria is 
identical with his own, he must have read a dilUTont version of 
Bismarck’s great speech in the lleichstag to that which was vouch¬ 
safed to tho public. Or is it lhat ho lias secretly come into lino with 
the German Chanctdlor ? This last would be “ glad tidings’’ indeed, 
and one would foi-give much to the ifinister who had tho courage 
thus to dissociate himsi'lf from liis vicious past. 'riie naval 
manoeuvres have been somewhat of a sham. Taking the view of 
the naval alamists, they have shown that our m<*rcaufilo harbours 
and coa§t toums, to go no further, are at the mercy of a daring 
enemy, and that if wo were at war with a strong naval power, 
nothing would be easier than to baffle and paralyze the British fleet. 
Now w'o are not pi’epared to sub.scribc to anything of the sort. It 
is too great a strain upon our credulity. Without going so far as 
Mr. Campbell-Bannerman, who seems po think that the raidings of 
Admiral Tryon were' in part arrange'd so as to re'vivo the waning 
agitation of tho naval “ reformers,” it is pretty certain that eweiy- 
thing favoured tho success of “ tlio enemy.’’ In one case only was 
anytliing attempted from the shore to give check to Admiral Tryon’s 
cruisers. Our coast defences are poor enough, but they do exist, 
and in case of wmr they would find rapid and enormous extension. 
Moreover, it is to bi' ])resumed there would b(^ troops of some sort 
at the vulnerable points of the coast, and it is more than probable 
that the British squadrons would not wander about the Downs 
waiting an attack upon the Thames, which, if wc may believe tho 
correspondent of the HlaiK^ard, was from the first strictly forbidden. 
To draw conclusions from the recent operations is foolish self- 
deception. Tho only thing which can be gained from such 

manoeuvres is a very limited test of men and material. It may 

be allowed that the former are as good as ever, if .they were 

not hopelessly handicapped by disgraceful administration. Aft to 
the ships, the story ift»bad-*rrvery bad. Hardly one of them has 
come through vrithout one or more breakdowns. If the machinery 
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put into our battle-ships were put into our Atlantic liners, the 
company which had such ships would be bankrupt in a month. Nothing 
more disgraceful has been witnessed than the failure of our new 
cruisers. These vessels, specially designed for speed, ought to compare 
in some sort with merchantmen of the Etruria and Umh'ia type, 
but it is difficult to see where or how the comparison can really be 
made. In fact, the thing is impossible on the face of it. If we are 
to have more cruisers as the result of the manmuvres, most people 
will surely ciy out for cruisers which are not an abominable imposture 
and wiiich will do their guaranteed Bp(?ed when the coal bunkers are 
full as well as when they are running low. 

The Kncyclical Letter of the Bishops who attended the recent 
Lambeth Conference is an interesting document, about which a good 
deal might l)e said, but it is sufficient to note here how the Anglican 
Church is being influenced by tlie spirit of the time. There is a 
liberality and a large-hearted charity about the letter, the like of 
which has never b(‘fore been found in a liambeth Encyclical. That it 
should hav(i l)een proposed to “ rocogiiize ” Nonconformist ministers as 
co-workers in the same field, spite of the “ irregidarity ” of their 
ordination, is, whatever else wo may think of it, a remarkable proof 
of advance in the path of toleration and brotlierly kindness. The 
prelates were, in fact, so deeply moved by this spirit that they had 
not a word to say in respect of that polemical theology which is the 
delight of the Bishop of faverpool. Ilis lordship is still intent on 
“ putting down the Ritualists,” and he complains that Churchmen 
like himselt have found no encouragement in the Encyclical. To 
most people this will perhaps be the pi’ocis(‘ rcsison why they cr.n 
road the Encyclical without irritation. 

The month of i\ugust 1888 will be notable in the history of 
railway travelling. A Croat Northern express has made the journey 
from London to Edinburgh in 7 hours 32 minutes, including three 
stoppages, amounting in the aggregate to 43 minutes. The distance 
is just under 400 milea The North-Western Company in competi¬ 
tion have never completed the journey under 7 hours 38 minutes, 
with a much lighter train: but their route is four miles longer, 
and they have to climb Shap Fell, nearly 1000 feet above sea-level. 
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[Under Ihe above title a limited ^wrfion of Tu« Wrstminster Review is occasionally 
set apart for tlte recmtion of able Artidee, which, though harmonizing loith the general 
spirit and aims of the Iteview, may contain opinions at variance with the particular 
ideas or measures it advocates. The object of the Jiditors in introaueing this 
department is to facilitate the expression of opinion by men of high nmdal power and 
culture, who, while they are zealous friends of freedom and ^trogress, yet differ widely, 
on special points of great practiced concern,' both from the Editors and from 
each other,^ 


UNITED AUSTRALIA AND IMPERIAL 

FEDERATION. 


Introduction .— It is generally admitted, both in Great Britain and 
in her possj'ssions beyond the seas, that the consolidation of 
the Empire by some fonn of Imperial Federation is advisable. 
Allowing this to be so, I shall' endeavour eventually to point out 
the advantages I think would accrue, but first to inquire how far 
the late and present policy of the Imperial Government satisfies or 
fails to satisfy those Britisli dependencies which are rapidly develop¬ 
ing into nationalities themselves. The subject I am endeavouring to 
treat is of such vast iraportjince, and surrounded by difficulties so 
many though not insuperable, that I shall now only deal with the 
most remote but not the least of England’s possessions—the colonies 
within the continent of Australia. 

These colonies have been prominently brought into notice of late ■ 
years by the appointment of accredited Agents-General in London, by 
the twenty years’ work of the Royal Colonial Institute, by the formation 
of the Imperial Federation League, by the Colonial and Indian Exhibi¬ 
tion, by the late Coloiial Conference, and by the action taken by men 
of mark who have visited these lands, and have on their return added 
their testimony to their growing importance. 

The Exhibition now being held * at Melbourne will be the 
means of disseminating much information, and it is opportune for 
me ^ suggest ttf its visitors the reflection that fifty-three years ago 
the only Europeans'in,ihe present colony of Victoria were the Henty 
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Brothers, who were engaged in whaling and squatting in Portland 
Bay; and John Batman, who ascended the Yarra, moored his thirty- 
ton schooner to a gum-tree, and pitched his tent where now stands 
the city of Melbourne. 

What Victoria has become during this period may well make 
us reflect, What will the future of Australia be ? Its greatness was 
predicted by’ Sir Henry Parkes at the celebration of the Australian 
centenary, lately held at Sydney, and his predictions are well justi¬ 
fied by the character of the inhabitants. Since the discovery of 
Australia by Captain Cook and its earliest settlement, those who 
are conversant with, its rise and progress And that the British 
race transplanted to the southern hemisidioro have lost none of the 
qualities that have made the British nalion great. In the many 
explorers and pioneers A'ho founded that great country, wo find 
strongly marked the same love of adventure, research, and enterprise 
that distinguished Englisinueu in the days of Queen Elizabeth. As 
settlement and civilization advance, important measures require treat¬ 
ment, and prompt action i.s rendered necessary; and herein we find 
displayed the same grit and backbone by which our forefathers 
earned glory for thomsolves and for tlu'ir country. When Sii’ 
Edward Strickland augg('stod that a contingent bo sent to Suakin, 
and Mr. Halley responded by prompt action, they were guided by 
the same influences which led Gordon to the Soudan. When Sir 
.Thomas McLlwraith sent a police magistrate and a constable to take 
possession of New Guinea in the name of the Queen, colonists were 
reminded of the traditional exploits of Hi ake and Kah'igh. Eurther- 
more, late events have proved bc^ybud doubt the loyalty and sym¬ 
pathy of the Australian.s towards the mother country, and this has 
been displayed by many further expressions of attachment. 

We have endeavoured to show that the colonists are embued wdth 
energy, self-reliance, and loyalty. Keeping these characten'stics 
l)efoi’e us, we may bp better able to judge whether the policy of the 
Home Government is likely to strengthen and maintain the bonds of 
sympathy with tlie colonists, and eventually to pave the way for the 
consolidation of the Ihupire ; and we feel prepared to criticize 
England's policy tow'ards ln*r Australian colonies, and to adduce 
sufficient evidence in su]iport of every proposition we advance. 

Dtportaiion of French CHminals to the lS<mlh Fadfic .—Several 
years ago the colonists gi’ow alarmed when it became known that 
the French Government began the deportation- of recidivistes to the 
South Pacific. Petitions and requests were sent, urgently requesting 
the Home Government to use their good offices in remonstrating 
against the continuance of so* great an evil. We know that repre¬ 
sentations‘vw^ made to the French Government, but they seem to 
have no effieotj smee quite recently shipments of convicts'were 
sehi'toJI.New.^^dfido&ia. Thereupon, the Federal Council sitting at 
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Hobart sent a petition to the Queen, from quote the 

following:— * ' ' 

“We admit the undoubtled sovereign right of any country to use its own 
territory as- it pleases, subject, however, to the qualifications equally goo<l 
in private and international law, that it does not constitute a menace and 
evil to its noighboui-s. We believe that if the shores of Englandwore 
subjected to simiL-u- danger and contamination the Imperial CJovornment 
wotild iiLiilcc n'presontjxtions that it would not be possible for any foreign 
Power year after year to disregard. We would luimbly submit to your 
Maje.sty that if the re 2 n‘csci\tationa of your Australian colonies remaili 
without erteot, measures for self-defence will be necessarily forced xipon 
them, which they regret to have to direct against any Power.in friendship 
with your Majesty, but which they have no doubt, in the exceptional cir¬ 
cumstances set forth, would receive your Majesty’s ready sanction.” 

The l.'’roncli convicts scut to the South Pacific anj of the very 
worsf} type, and they had barely reached their new penal home when 
Australia (but Queensland jjarticularly, from her geogrn|)lucal position) 
begtin to feel the eftects of the dreadful scourgo of their ]n'escnc<\ Her 
expendit.ure w.as increased, as she had to watcli her shores, to inter¬ 
cept and secure the boatloads which were continually landing. ]£ so 
many have veticlied lliat colony, how many more may havo landi'd on 
those islands whoso inhabitants are aboriginals only. Colonists think 
that und(‘r such special circumstances the. Horae Govomraent, by 
making a strong roinonstranci*, conld havo induced the French 
Government to discontinue sending its worst criminals to the South 
Pacific. 

Niw (rvinca. —Again, wo are under the impression that a great, 
blunder has been cominittt;d with reference to New Guinea, for sub¬ 
sequent events leave ns not free from humiliation. The Premier of 
the colony of Queensland, for obvious reasons, took formal possession 
of unoccui)ied land in Now Guinea iu the- name of the (Jueen, subject, 
however, to ratilication by ht;r IMajesty’s Government. We think he 
was justified in doing so, if for no other rt'ascms than the bitter • 
experiences gained frem the use the l’'rench nation havo made of 
their possessions which arc but too close 1o Queensland. Colonists 
watched wth anxiety what, steps the Imperial Government would 
take under these circumstances. They naturally thought that such 
a bold stroke of far-sighted policy would at least have been appre¬ 
ciated. But, when the Under-Secrctary announced in the House of 
Commons that the Queensland Government had taken possession of 
]S(ew Guinea in the name of tlie Queen, pending the decision of the 
Home Government, many members in the House were greatly 
annoyed, and put pressure npon the Government to induce it to 
repudiate the annexation, or, in other words, to haul down the flag of 
England. They naturally thought that the “ many members” who 
swayed the Government in this case constituted a majority represen¬ 
tative csf the feeling countiy, and that England’s policy was 
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to fKsqilire no more territoiy, showing rather an indifference to pro¬ 
tect what she already possessed. Had the imperial Goremment 
absolutely declined to endorse the action of Queensland, there the 
matter would at least hare rested. But their vacillating policy en¬ 
couraged another Power to step in and take possession of n^rly 
one-half of what was, or should have been, British territory.' The 
Eev. Janies Chalmers, in a paper read at the Eoyal Colonial Institute, 
described the continent of New Guinea to be in shape like a droine- 
daiy. I think an emu is a better illustration. However, by looking 
at the map of New Guinea we find the Dutch possess the head, 
neck, and breast;'the Germans appropriate tlie back and loins; 
while the British lion tardily accepts what is loft, the abdomen and 
tail. 

Englishmen abroad seem to realize more keenly how much Britain’s 
safety in the past depended upon her natural ocean boundary, and 
Australians feel its importance in their island home. The partition 
of New Guinea into three, leaves boundary lines whose indistinctness 
may at any time lead to dispute, and no importance seems to have 
been attached to their demarcation, although past experiences, in all 
parts of the world, prove that our greatest troubles have a.risen from 
imaginary frontier lines not defined by natural bmndaries. This is 
apparent by our dubious settlement upon our Indian frontier, and in 
our Cape colonies. Moreover, I consider that the greatest calamity 
that can befall a native race is to have more than one European 
Power to govern it. 

North Qyicemland .—Passing on from the unpalatable topic of New 
Guinea, I now enter upon a subject fraught with the greatest import¬ 
ance. It also concerns the scheme I am V(*ntiiring to suggest for 
Australian confederation, without which Imperial unity is not likely 
to be established, at least so far as British possessions in the South 
Pacific are concerned. I allude to a petition for the division of the 
colony of Queensland, which was presented to her Majesty, through the 
Colonial Office, signed by 10,000 of the male adults residing in the 
northern portion of that colony. 1’he Separation League of North 
Queensland sent delegates to plead their cause at the Colonial Office. 
Their petition was refused, and no encouragement was given to them 
unless they complied with two conditions, one of which was an 
impossibility, and the other couched in such ambiguous terms that 
it might mean anything. This petition came from the majority of 
the male adults of what is known as North Queensland, from men 
who have developed its resources, created its trade, and brought it to 
such importance that it is absolutely necessary for its beneficial 
administration that they should be .allowed to. frame -its laws. 
I ther^ore think the petition should have received more con- 

idinine&ce'bf thU tlainger has been repeatedly pres^d upon' H.M. Obvemment 
by thto CdunnSl' of the'Boyal Odoniid Instttnte since the year 1875. 
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sideration. The Secretary of State, replying Separation 

delogates, said that while the Home Government had the power 
to create a new colony, that power was latent, and it was unadvisable 
to exercise it, unless a motion approving of separation were passed by 
the Queensland Legislature, or an overwhelming case made out to 
justify such interference. That the Legislature of Queensland, as it 
now is, would pass a motion for the division of the colony is absurd: 

for we have no instance on record where a Colonial Parliament has 
voluntarily suiTendered a part of its territory. The separation of 
Victoria and Queensland from New South Wales was opposed most 
bitterly to the end by its Govei-nor and Legislature.”* Cblonists think 
the petitioners proved that theirs was “an overwhelming case,” by show¬ 
ing the grounds on which separation was most desirable, supporting 
their arguments by statistical returns. “In doing so,” continues Mr. 
Coote, “they were only asking for the fulfilment of promises held out 
and sanctioned by Imperial law. The question was not one on which they 
would have to rely on the present Brisbane Government, as to W’hether 
they would permit a division of the colony, but one that called for 
adjustment by the Home Government in an equitable manner. In 
presenting their petition, their faith and reliance were supported by 
provisions speciiilly made by an Imperial Act of Parliament, which 
provided for further separation, and for division of the great continent 
of Australia as it became populated and of sufficient importance.” '• 
The late Duke of Newcastle, considered ono of the ablest Secre¬ 
taries of State for the Colonies who ever sat in the Colonial Office, 
in writing, August 18, 1859, to Sir W. Denison, Governor-General 
of the Australian Colonies, after the issue of the letters patent to the 
new colony, remarks: “It will bo advi.sable that the Crown should 
iwssess the power of subdividing further tho territory now created 
into the colony of Queensland, by dtituching from it such northern 
portions as may hereafter be found fit to be erected into separate 
colonies.” 

His Grace was convinced that further divisions would be necessary, 
for he warned Sir George Bowen, on the 11-th December 1801, with 
reference to the annexation of some acquired territory to Queens¬ 
land. 

I think that the petitioners justified their action by showing 
that the land over which they asked pennission to legislate has 
an area of 280,000 square miles, with a seaboard of 1500 miles, 
containing a population of 80,000, with an accumulative trade of 
£3,800,000 per annum, importing goods to the value of £2,000,000, 
and exporting products to the value of £1,800,000, annually. Its 
progress is extraordinary, for barely twenty-six years ago this 
portion of Austialia wm unknown. In our Colonial policy we 
should be very much guided by the past results of separation— 

- r. 

*'Mr. W. Coote cm. Sepanfion. 



340 


The Westminster Review. 


for Histanco, that of Victoria and Queensland from New South Wales, 
so far attended with the best of results. As it has been truly ob¬ 
served, no statesman in our day can afford to overlook experiences 
which are matters of history. 

In refusing to accede to the petition presented, the Secretary of 
State was probably influenced by the presence of Queensland’s Pre¬ 
mier, Sir S. W. Griffiths, who no doubt personally renewed his promise 
which appeared in the Governor’s speech, delivered on the prorogation 
of l\'irliament :—“That the (Queensland) .Ministzy would during 
the recess prepare measures to romovo as far as practicable the 
evils of undue centralization in the administration of tho govern¬ 
ment, and to provide for th<i speedy and economical expon'dituro in- 
the several divisions of tho colony, of the revenuo raised withijx 

them.If to this be added an extension of the existing powers 

of local governmout,” it was believed that tho evils of which tho north 
complained would be “ effectually removed.” 

The panacea to satisfy tlu! north has been proposed in a decen¬ 
tralization scheme'.. So fizr it has been an utter failure; it w'as 
obnoxious to the south, ignored by the north, and it led to the 
resignation of Sir S. W. Griffiths’ ablest colleague, the lion, the 
Colonial ^IVcasurcr, who, when the Bill was brought before the 
House, said: “ 'riio details of that measure are obnoxious to me, 

and to those whom I consider even more comjietont judges. 

I would prefer giving my vote for territorial separation, than for tho 
passage of the proposed measure.” 

There is no doubt .separation must r'ventually take place ; the 
country is ripe for it, the inhabitajits demand it, and mean to Lave 
it. \Ve hope that the Imperial Government, will graciously consider 
th(5 claim when renewed, and grant it, as b('ing not only politic but 
just—]}oIitic, as regards the I'lmpire; just, because the freedom asked 
is merited. 

I endorse the petition from the people of North Queensland for 
territorial separation. Tlio immense territory of Queensland needs 
division into two colonies, for, having the confederation of the whole 
of Australia in view, it is all-important to endeavour to place each 
colony on as equal a footing as possible. Australian history forces 
one to believe that smaller ureas than now exist ore more favourable 
to a high social development. The separation cahso is slumbering 
now, but will awoko with renewed vigour, and it is to be hoped that 
the question will Ize settled before rancour arid ill-feeling grow 
between those who aro now upon good terms. 

The northerners urge, and with great justice, that, the present 
colony of Queensland is too large to be judiciously governed from a 
remote comer of the south y that, since from geographical and other 
induencea thO majority of the ooipmunify dwell in the south, the 
voice of the iwwfli in idl legislative raeasurfes will remain unheeded; 
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that under the present rigirna there are m.aaiy law$' ’^table foi; the 
southern portion of Queensland which are unfitted ior the northern. 
They are alarmed at the increasing magnitude of -the national debt, 
principally expended in unnecessary unproductive works in the 
south, the price paid for favour and power, Moi'Oivor, they say, 
“ we came and formed our homes here, where wo found a waste; by 
our patience and work we have improved our condition; we have 
developed tho country’s resources, until Noi'thern Queensland has 
attained a position, and is at the pi’esent time sui>erior to Port 
Philip, now Victoria, or to Moroton Bay, now Queensland, at tho 
time when tho British Government granted a reejuest similar to tho 
one wo now make.” 

Thoir petition will bo renewed, and well may th(*y urge: ‘‘Wo 
have by practice) gained experience ; wo have seiwed our apprentice¬ 
ship ; we have attained our majority; and as men we have asked 
'the mother country b) tri'at us as men.” 

Drfcnci ;.—A very important (pu^stioii at tho present time is the 
defence of our colonies. 1 treat hero the defences of Australia onlv. 
There is no doubt that each colony will pay its fair share, but 
Australians think tho British Government shrink from their respon¬ 
sibility.* The British taxpayers cannot object to protect their own 
property. In 1882 a conference, at which all tho colonies were 
represented, met in Sydney, and resolved that the laud defences of 
the country ought to bo undertaken by themselves, and the naval 
defence by Great Britain. “ It must not bo forgotten that whilst 
the colonies art' defending their respective territories they are protect¬ 
ing British interests, whose property to the extent of 1:100,000,000 is 
owned by people residing in Great Britain, and who from the peculiar 
colonial taxation do not contribute to that defence; and although 
the colonies are paying their tribute for the use of this capital by 
way of interest amounting to £11,000,000 annually, wlien it reaches 
England it is subject to tho usual income-tax.” Moreover, “ 90 per 
cent, of the shipping trading in those seas belong to British owners, 

' the vessels of thp P. & 0. Co,, tho Orient Co., tho British India Co.,' 
- the A.U.S.N. Co., and othera. If the same British shipping was 
on the coast of any country in tho world, not connected at all with 
Great Britain, except in trade, she would have a Hoot in the neigh¬ 
bourhood for its protection.”^ 

Colonists are particularly alive to tho importance of maintaining 
the efiicienoy of the Briti^i fleet; they feel that England’s safety 
and theju" own. depends upon oui‘ niaintaining th(< sovereignty of the 
seas. If the British fleet in time of war could not protect and keep 

I Since writing tha.above I notice with great, satisfaction that the Imperial and 
Colonial Governments, With the exception of Queensland, have jointly agreed to 
strengthen the fleet on the station. ' 

. ^ Sir Thomas Mcllwraith's Mafli&sto, 18S8. 
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up food supply, what a dire, calamity would follow—famine, worse 
than invasion for her, and defeucelessness for her colonies ! 

I have so far endeavoured to show that grounds for complaint on 
the part of Australia do exist. 1 am forced to bring forward one 
more instance in which England has not met colonial advances in a 
spirit of friendliness, or even of respect for the traditional qualities of 
the British character. 

Ardarctic Exploration .—The following request was lately made to 
the Imperial Government; Sir Graham Beny, acting on behalf of the 
Australian colonies, represented to the Home Government the desir¬ 
ability of a preliminary expedition to cruise round the fringe of the 
Antarctic Seas, with A view to pave the way for a more thorough 
research later on. , The colonies offered to subscribe £5000 
towards the expedition, if the Home Government would con¬ 
tribute a similar sum. The modest request was strongly supported 
by the Colonial Office, as well as by the lioyal Colonial Institute 
(which first took action amongst the learned societies of London), the 
Eoyal and the Royal Goograpliical Societies. The Treasury, however, 
refused to place any such sum upon the estimates. Prestimably, 
British taxpayers nould object to such a sum being granted unless 
Ahey ‘could first hear the jingle of coin, returnable with interest 
added. Tlie colonists take a different view of this national economy. 
They think .the estimates might be clipped, but not at the kito's of 
national honour, and that no discouragement should be given at home 
or abroad to damp that old sea spirit which made England great— 
England whose ships are said to bear four-fifths of the carrying trade 
of the world. Would £5000 have been ill spent, if only to uphold 
•the noble traditions of our nation ? Such a refusal rings too much 
"of nati^il^ worldliness. It is to be hoped tliat Australia unaided will 
send ad expedition to the Polar Sea, for she would think it humiliat¬ 
ing if other nations made discoveries, while her own. race had not 
attempted to keep up its prestige upon its nativ^e element.* 

State Emigration .—^We might well have expected joint action in 
this instance, and still more desirable for both parties would. it be if 
Britain would join with Australia in a matter of greater importance. 
—namely, emigration under State auspices. 

I quote an extract from a speech by the Bishop of Manchester, at 
a meeting in that city upon State Colonizatibn:— ^ 


**Here was a country (Australis^, that bad abundai^ resources unde¬ 
veloped arid wanted labourers. Over sea here waeanother coqntryfnll 
of capital that could not find profit^l^. investriient, full of labourers who 
could barely get bread—resources ph one side, and labour^ 09 another, 
were obliged to conthme separated.. They could not bdng the labourers to 
the resom^. ’ 'Was there ever a more absurd, was them/fVer a morecruel, 

> A G^iaori. Antarctic er^dh^ori ia to be despatched to do the work Wbioh 
Bngiisbmen Mve 4uid«l^eQ ;iiad, &eir Ckwettuneiit been alive to their 

oppottilnitieev^'- ‘ 'V ' ' vv-." 



United Austrfdipt and Imperial Fedaratim, 345 

position than that! Why was this) . Because there wajlc^ intermediary 
whose business it was to bring the people where the resources were.’/ 

His Lordship suggested a remedy:— 

** To have the two Governments agree upon a plan whereby the capital 
and the labour of the mother countiy could develop the natural re^urces 
of the colonies, to the mutual benefit of both.” 

It can be shown that such a scheme would well repay Britain, if 
that is all she would require to induce her to join therein: 

The total number of paupers in the old countiy, in September 

1885, was 68,000; in the corresponding period of the following year, 

1886, they increased to 700,000, who cost the country at the rate 
of ten pounds per head, for we find that for one year £7,000,000 
was paid for their support. It is appalling to find that in twelve 
months they increased by 12,000 ; in addition to these, the number 
of the poor who subsist on the barest necessaries of life must be great 
indeed, nor must wo forget how many are kept from starvation by 
private charity. It is true that the colonies would only i*eceive 

•youthful, healthy people, but the mother country ©juld thin those 
nursery fields, from which her paupers are recruited, and thereby 
gradually lessen the heavy burden she is now groaning under. The 
space allotted will not permit me to deal further with this subject, 
but I think that, as we se^e around us so much squalid poverty and 
misery, ^ is the duty of those who have the knowledge, power, and 
influence to ameliorate the condition of these suifering people, whose 
destinies are in their hands. While it is wicked to neglect such a 
remedy as extensive emigration for the overcrowded population of 
Great Britain, it is wicked also to allow millions of square miles in 
the South Pacific to lie fallow for want of cultivators. 

Consolidation of the JSmjdre .—It is ei«y to condemn and find fault 
with men, their policies and measures. • J lave done so unsparingly, 
for I have given vent to my profoundesfe convictions, formulated affcw 
many years of experience and careful thought. I do not w^h to 
leave ^is subject as I found it, but wijU offer a few suggestions^ 
which, if acted u;^n, may help towards the consolidation of the 
British Empire. . ,'K'' ‘ 

I think that these grievances will always be liable to occur unjiil 
a closer union is .effected between Great Britain and a confederation 
•f the several cQlohie4.M Australia. I shall not attempt to deal 
with any definite legillative measOres upon the subject; they -will 
follow in due tim«% ‘ 'My aihi is riif^r to encourage good feeling, to 
maintain the IbyatW^ |4nd to stiengthen the bond of sympathy—more 
powerful than h%-.^>i^titationol acts. I think that the time for 
Imperial Eederaii^|l|^h{^'^^ but its achievement depends very 
mudi upon bet' now pursued by the people of’Gtreat 

. Britain. : 
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Australian Confederation ,—Each of tihe Australian colonies, with the 
exception of West Australia, has a Government which is responsible 
for the internal administration. I think that a necessary preliminary 
to that Imperial unity at which we ultimately aim, is a confedera¬ 
tion of these several colonies themselves. To such a confederation 
there hre, under existing circumstances, great obstacles. I will 
shortly endeavour to point out how these obstacles may Isest bo 
removed, but in the mi'antime I think that tho Imperial Government 
could expedite maitei-s by settling and defining in no ambiguous 
terms tho action they intend to pursue in tho futuri!, when demands 
are made from those territories, which, unh'ss divided, aro too un¬ 
wieldy for beneficial government. In granting letters patent for 
the division of any such territories, conditions should bo included 
similar to those which the Duke of Newcastle thought necessary 
when separation was granted to Queensland. If such a lino of 
policy wore adopted, it would doubtless ensure a uniorf of the 
cedonies. For in tlu.' confc'dorat ion which they wore binding them¬ 
selves to maintain, they would know what tho exact limits of the 
respective colonies were to be, leaving no cause for dissension in our 
future General Federal Council, since tho lines upon which further 
separation should be. dt'emed advisable would have been laid down 
and thoroughly defniod by the Colonial Oflico in England. 

The area of Australasia, including New l^oaland and Tasmania, 
is 3,075,030 scpiaro miles, being 680,972 square miles less than that 
of all Europe, but 47,'1-39 s(iuare miles more than that of tho United 
States. As 1 am treating of tho continent of Australia only, by 
deducting tho areas of New Zealand and Tasmania, we find that 
there remain 2,942,802 square miles. This immensn area I propose 
to divide into manageable and suitable territories, to simplify the 
confederation of ilie whole, with tho ultimate view of forming 
Imperial Federation. If my readers will glance at the map of 
Australia, they vrill follow the scheme without difficulty. The 
present colonies of New South Wales and 'Victoria may be left as 
they aro; the remaining colonies in tho continent require considerable 
readjustment to save complications in the future. 

Tho colony of Queensland should bo divided by a lino from east 
to west, starting from Cape Palmerston, as was requested in the 
recent petition for separation. 

Thus two colonies would be formed equal in importance to the 
first two in our group, the southerp portion retaining the name of 
Queensland, while the northern hew colony might well assume that 
of Kingsland, 

Taking next the colony of South Australia aud its norihem 
territory, a very large area running through the continent from the 
soutli to ihe north coast; I would suggest that the northern bonn- 
daiy of Bqntb Austrajisl sboul'd be defined along the 20th degree of 
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latitude j while it should be clearly understood that all the territory 
north of that line, known as the northern territory 6i South Australia, 
together with the portion of West Australia also lying to the north 
of the said 20th degree of latitude, be- destined in the future for a 
separate colony, though at present remaining under the jurisdiction 
of South and West Australia respectively, until tho number of its 
inhabitants and its increasing importance announce that the time 
for territorial separation has arrived. 

This new colony will ultimately become one of tho most impor¬ 
tant in the Australian group, through its proximity to India, Java, 
Singapore, and China. It is possible that in tho future it will be 
advisable even to subdivide this territory ; therefore tho line, start¬ 
ing from a point on tho 20th degree of latitude, running north to 
the sea between Queen’s Channel and Cambridge Gulf, now the 
boundaiy line between tho northern territoiy of South Australia and 
West Australia, should not bo lost sight of, as it may serve us in 
the event of further separation. Tliero still remains a very large 
area—namely, West Australia—whoso coast-line will now extend from 
the 20th degree of latitude to where it touches tho south-west 
boundary of South Australia, in the Great Australian Bight. This 
part of the continent being loss fertile and having much unavailable 
country, I would propose dividing it in equal parts by a west and 
east line. I would, however, for tho ]>rescnt, grant to West Australia 
a responsible Govennnent over tho whole territory, subject, however, 
to the condition that when circumstances arise demanding territorial 
separation, it should be granted. 

Such is an outline of the plan I propose. CJreat dtjviations in 
detail may well be rendered desirable; I only wish to indicate the 
guiding principles of the policy wdiich should, 1 think, be pursued. 
If the people of Britain desire Imperial Fedcrsition, the Colonial 
Office can do much in aiTanging with those colonies a well-defined 
policy of territorial adjustment. 

Thus we create eight important colonies,’ leaving to each a mean 
area of 347,850' square miles, none being without a seaboard of 
greater or less extent. Having duo regard to the geographical 
positions and climatic influences of each, I think that, as individual 
colonies, their progress will be surer and more rapid, and that they 
yill doubtless expand, and develop their resources to their own satis¬ 
faction, and to the general welfare of the whole. If some such 
course as I have suggested were followed, the difficulties of forming 
an Australian Confederatipn would disappear. 

The Colonial Office m London must first leave no doubt in 
the minds of the colonists that in the future there will be 
no complications *^bout territorial boundaries. There were great 

^ Tasmania would make the idjlth, as she would doubtless join the Confedera- 
tion. 

VOL. 1^0.—No. 
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issues at stake lately, wken a petitioa ^as made for a division of 
Queensland; an important measure is now awaiting solution with 
regard to West Australia. If a satisfactory settlment herein be 
arrived at, the hands of the colonists are left* more free for the 
development of their own confederation, now in embryo. The 
advantages of such a confederation in itself are obvious enough, 
for it would not only vastly fiicilitate the internal administration of 
Australia, but also simplify her dealings with the mother country; 
since the Colonial Office in Downing Street would then have to 
treat with the General Federal Council only, instead of with the 
Governments of sep^arate colonics. An instance is before us: 
very serious complications may arise owing to the action of any 
one colony upon the Chinese question; hut if this subject had to 
be treated by a General Federal Council, embodying the collective 
wisdom of the entire continent, the Imperial Government might rest 
assured that British treaties and international law would bo fully 
considered. 

Consolidation of the. Empire .—I promised to point out the 
advantages which a consolidation of the scattered Empire would 
give. Wo find in Australia an immense territory, as large as 
Europe ; yet the whole population at the present lime is less than 
that of London. Statistics show that in 1886 there was not one 
individual to GOO acres. In that groat land we have various 
climates; it will abundantly furnish all tropical products, from the 
most luscious fruits to the common necessaries of life, such as rice, 
maize, sugar, coffee, tea, beef and mutton, cotton, wool and cereals; 
also gold, silver, copper, opal, tin, and other valuable ores; finally, 
it possesses inexhaustible fields of coal. Nature has been bountiful 
and prolific, for there abounds all that can make men happy—that 
can make a nation gi'eat^—material to build up a mighty empire 
within the sea-girt shores. In this continent, which is about the 
three-eighth part of the whole British dominions, wo can see a source 
of strength and of w'calth of such vast importance, that it seems 
to be imperative to retain it as part of the Empire. 

Supposing that a great European war broke out, there is no 
certainty that the Suez Canal would remain open, while complications 
might arise in India, China, or in South Africa. If occasion re¬ 
quired, Australia could now send in a very short time men and horses, 
supplies and coal, and soon she hopes to be able to manufacture guns 
and ammunition. 

With Albany, Thursday Island,* and Port Darwin fortified^. 
Australia could help the mother country, and harass the conamoU^, 
enemy by keeping our naval and meicantile marine well suppli^ 
with ewd and stores, and keeping hostile Powers without them. 

^ Oi.cat^Qood^ Island, the sentinel which commands the gate to the Sohth 
Pacific. ' . .. ' ' 
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In this continent, surronnded by the sea, we hatlr^^rival Powers 
to share its advantages with us, as in America, Asia, Africa, and in 
New Guinea. If for no other feature but this, Aistrilia is the most 
valuable of Britain’s* possessions. 

The population is British. Australians are intensely English; we 
wish them to remain so, because it is thought that the British Isles 
will require in the future additional strength from without, props with 
sure foundations to lean upon. - To ensure England’s safety, and to 
make progress towards a higher development, the time has arrived 
when a consolidation of the Empire, already begun by a few, should 
receive the due considtiration of the many—when endeavours should 
be made to find vent for surplus capital at home, by developing 
her resources abroad, “ by sending labourers where they .are crowded 
to where there are none,” by relieving the distn'ssed, hungry, and 
unclad, by some State colonization scheme. 

This is England's duty, and this it should Ims lior aim to 
achieve. 

Concluding liemarhs .—Before closing this pap(fr, I wish to draw 
.attention to a most important matter. Wo fi’(‘quently hear 
from supporters of Imperial Federation that then^ is no need to 
push it on. But although it would bo most injudicious to force 
it, every encouriagemont sliould be given, and for the following 
reason among others:— 

I have said that patriotism and loyalty are the mark<'d character¬ 
istics of the Australians, most of whom are either Hriti.sh or boxn of 
British parents, tho pioneers and founders of Australia. It will bo 
much easier for Great Britain to t.ake step.s mnv for tho consolidation 
of hor Empire with thoso w'ho although Australians are intensely 
British, than when a now generation hohls the reins of ]X)wer, who 
having but few or no associations with Britain, will consider Australia 
as their mother country. They will doubtless endeavour to create 
Australia into a distinct nationality, and being of British descent they 
will be prepared to pass through any ordeal to attain their end. 

I therefore consider that the basis upon which the constitution 
could rest should be framed now, and that the foundations should be 
laid, upon which to construct a United Empire. 

Both in Britain and in her Colonial possessions, wo have the 
material, we hold the power, wo possess the machinerj', and men 
who by united action are able to heat the iron, to weld the many 
slender parts into a strong,, solid, compact, wcdl-teinpered whole. 
But Britain must be prepared to treat her offspring abroad as she 
does those at home. She must in some form grant to them repre¬ 
sentation in the Legislature, and not deni with them in the future as 
in the past, so graphically described by Mr. Fronde in Oceana: 
“ They were as birds hatched in a nest, whose parents.would 'be 
charged with them only till they could provide for themselves, and the 
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sooner they were ready for complete independence the better the 
mother country would be pleased.” 

Truly the birds have been hatched under parental care; they now 
roost upon the topmost boughs, and are ready for flight, either farther 
from or closer to the maternal home. 

I think the final direction may be indicated if we pursue a certain 
course which I have endeavoured to define. 

Assuming that Imperial Federation is accomplished, farther 
progress along the same path must follow. May we not even now 
aspire to nobler ends, -when, as other nations of the earth follow our 
example, we may se6 arising the dawn of a great reformation, tending 
towards a Universal Unity—the Federation of Man ? 


Egbert Christison. 



THE FORSTER TRAGEDY IN 
IRELAND.^ 


If I were asked the readiest means of converting thoughtful English¬ 
men to Home Rule, I should be disposed to answer by placing Mr. 
Wemyss Reid’s two volumes in every English home. So, I should 
advise Irishmen who are sore with experience of the follies of Englisli 
misgovcrnment to study Mr. Forster’s bruised life, as it is here 
revealed to us, and learn how much of pitiable misunderstanding there 
may be in the quarrels of nations. The acerbities of the story are 
gone. The infinite human pathos remains. However the physicians 
may describe his fatal illness, Mr. Forster died of the scars he 
received in Ireland in as real a sense as he would have died if he 
had not caught an early train the evening the Invincibles were search¬ 
ing the railway carriages at Westland Row for him. From Irish 
chapter to chapter of the second volume, we can almost see his hair 
whitening, and the stooi) coming over his rugged shoulders, and the 
stout heart within him dying down as the omens of hopeless failure 
thickened around him. There are few things in the all too insincere 
records of statesmanship so touching as his daughter’s description of 
his attempt to persuade himself that he felt happy the evening he 
lingered at the back of the Ladies’ Gallery, to hear Mr. Gladstone’s 
announcement of his resignation of the Irish Secretaryship. “ Much 
cheerful talk at dinner,” Mrs. Vere O’Brien’s Diary notes, “ but a 
curious feeling of excitement, and as though the tears were not very 
far off one’s eyes. ‘ Well,’ said father, ‘ I think you might all drink 
the health of the right honourable gentleman the member for Brad¬ 
ford, as Gladstone called me to-night.’ ” The tears would not have 
been far off most Irish eyes, if they could hfive rested on that melan¬ 
choly festivity. One touch of human natuni such as this would have 
had more influence in the Government of Ireland than all his police 
patrols and his nine hundred arrests. But Mr. Forster would have 
died rather than confess his softness. Herein you have the key to 
Mr. Forster’s failure in Ireland, as well as to Mr. Balfour’s failure 
on. a totally opposite- system. Mr. Forster was ashamed to show 
emotion as the ruler of an emotional race. Mr. Balfour would be 
ashamed to feel it. 

^ JUfe of the Bight Eon. WfE. FmUr. By T. Wemyas Held. London: Chapman i 
HalL im 
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If Mr. Forster had gone to Ireland, as Mr. Balfour has gone, to 
“ stand no nonsense ’’-—that is to say, to trust to the policeman’s 
Hom-book for information, and simply to knock on the head what¬ 
ever he could not understand—^there would have been nothing 
specially instructive in his fortunes. Some thirty generations of 
English governors went that road before him. They Came back, each 
after his appointed time and according to his temperament, either 
heart-sick like Sir Ralph Abercrombi*?, or as gaily as Sir Walter 
Raleigh would liavo r<^tnnu*d from a raid for Red Indian scalps. It 
used to be plain sailing enough for “ silken aristocrats with hearts of 
steel.” 'riiiu-c were no questions asked. The poor Irish wood-korno had 
no Mr. Raniell to move the adjournment of the House. The English 
common people, had not the dimmest suspicion that their representa¬ 
tives wore sending pres('nis of poisoned wine to Shane O’Neil from 
Dublin Castle, and wiling the chiefs of the O’Moore country into the 
Ratli of Mullaghinast to slay them after supper. The folk in the 
English shires knew no more of what was passing in Ireland than of 
what was passing in the country of the Authroiwphagi and the men 
with two heads. Now it is wholly different. There would have 
been fifty ISIilchelstown fusillades last winter, only that the one 
fusillade was heard the next morning in every home in Britain, and 
every ex-private of the Cape Mounted Rifh's, who now gives orders 
to fire on an Irish crowd in the remotest mountain village, feels that 
naillions of keen English eyes are fastened on his doings. That has 
a dampening effect upon Chief Secnjtaries as well as upon their 
subordinates. There are, of course, multitudes of hot-blooded Tory 
youths who will applaud a Chief Secretary all the more rapturously 
the freer ho has boon with his bullets and sarcasms. But a man of 
Mr. Balfour’s keenness cannot help feeling that approval of this 
’ character is a mere sv4:Hs (Vestwie, which can only be secured at all 
from a specially invited public, fenced around with lordly park-walls, 
and kept in a good-humour with slices of roasted ox and with merry- 
go-rounds. ’J'he average British father of a family, observing these 
things over the park-wall, does not think that that is the most 
judicious way of conquering ancient prejudices and appeasing a high- 
spirited rac(^ of many millions ; and it is a mere question of time how 
soon and wil h how much brusqiieness he will step in and astonish the 
merry-go-rounders by telling them so. It was just because Mr. 
Forster represented the seriousness, the sincerity, the deep deterxni- 
nation to be just, of the average British citizen, that he was so 
much more formidable a governor of Ireland, from the Nationalist 
point of view, than Mr. Balfour is. That was also why his failnre 
was a matter of such acute anguish to himself. It is easy to imagine 
Mr. 'Balfour intensely annoyed when, for example, Mr. Goschen con¬ 
fessed the collapse of his boast of six months ago that the National 
Xieagneintibo^^nuppressed” districts was **a thing oi the past}’* 
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but who can conceive of Mr. Ballbur borstiog'f heart-ciy 

of Mr. Forster’s (heard only by his daughter): I can never do now 
what I might have done for Ireland P ” His disappointments would 
be of the order-that one associates less with tears than with fretful¬ 
ness. It is easy to imagine him frowning at Dr. Barr’s Mtim at the 
Eidley inquest. It is impossible to imagine his appetite failing 
because his Bann Drainage Bill miscarried. When he quits Ireland 
it may be with regrets for Mr. James Arthur Balfour, but for 
Ireland—ridiculous. In his view, what Ireland requires is not so 
much governing as whipping. If ho is not allowed to complete the 
job, it will be all the fault of the absurd squeamishness of the 
British workman in .sparing the rod. Mr. Forster was made of 
more painstaking materials. “ We can imagine,” with Mr. Wemyss 
Eeid, “ the cas(5 of a Minister who could revel in the exercise of the 
vast powers with which Forster was entrusted, and who, inspired by 
a sense of the importance of the duty entrusted to him, could even 
feel a sense of exliilarntion in wielding all the forces of the law in 
a contest with the chronic disorder and disaffection of the Irish 

people.In lair fight ho was prepared to strike hard. But 

he had looked to other means for pacifying Ireland than the rifles of 
the police or the bayonets of the soldiers, and he felt keenly the 
failure of tho conciliatory policy which ho had hoped to carry out.” 
The moral, according to tho best judgment I can form, of this most 
moving story of how a robust and honest spirit was beaten down 
is that, so long as there, is any S(unblanco of respect for repre¬ 
sentative institutions, England does but wiiste her best and most 
conscientious statesmanship in setting it to do Mr. Forster’s impossible 
task, and that tho only way of governing Ireland against her consent 
is by governing without ruth or scruple, and that not for a year or 
twenty years, but through unending ages. 

The sobriquet of “ Buckshot ” by which Mr. Forster became known, 
and which seems to have wounded him as tho nickname “Bloody” 
is said to ticklo Mr. Balfour highly, is in itself pregnant with the 
secret of his failure. It was the irony of fate that the shy Quaker 
youth, whose first work in Ireland was as an angel of mercy in the 
cabins where the gaunt men ate Indian meal raw in their ravenous 
hunger, should have ended by being pictured with a cartouch-box 
slung round his shoulder, ready to deal death to this same people 
from under his broad-brimmed hat. It was an untrue picture, in 
the light of Mr. Wemyss Reid’s book; for we are shown him 
tumously speculating and devising how far crowds can be kept in 
check without firing. But that he felt keenly himself the incongruity 
which gave its sting to the nickname is plain enough from the words 
in which he introduced his Coercion Bill: “ If I had thought that 
this duty would devolve upm the Irish Secretary, I would never have 
held the office. If I <ioiddhave foreseen that this would be the result 
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of liwenty years of Parliamentary life, 1 would hare left Parliament 
rather than have undertaken it.” That he was sincere in this, is 
now clear to those whom Mr, Wemyss Reid admits to his secret 
confidence; but what were the people to think who only knew 
that, when the Dublin Corporation waited upon him to complain of 
the ferocity with which the citizens were attacked, he replied gruffly 
that “ clearing the streets was no milk-and-water matter; ” and who 
only know that the dead bodies of the girls and men slain at Bel- 
mullet, Tobercurry, Ballyragget, and Ballina, were the free transla¬ 
tion given by an uncontrolled police to such encouragements ? The 
fact is, that the honest sympathy and rectitude of intention which 
was in one respect Mr. Forster’s strength w’.as, in another respect, 
calculated only to develop that masterfulness—that unflinching convic¬ 
tion that he was right, and understood the whole problem through 
and through—^which is destined to meet with more rebuffs even than 
cross inexperience or recklessness among a people so touchy, so subtly 
organized, so wholly inca])abIo as the Jrisli of fitting into the rough 
mould which the grim woolstapler from Bradford had fashiont^d for 
them. His incapacity for understanding the Irish nature, no matter 
with what dogged determination he puzzlod over it and persuaded 
himself he had mastered it, is reveal(^d at a glimpse in his estimate 
of O’Connell. Ho found “ the Liberator ” among his mountains, 
with his ]iretty grandchildren and his dogs clustering around him; 
and the channed guest does full justice to O'Connell’s hospitality 
and courtesy as that of “ a gentleman of the old school; ” yiit in the 
next breath honest Mr. Forster proceeds to remark, with a comic 
air of generosity: “ I do not believe the man to be in the least 
conscious to himself of insincerity;” and again: “ from several inci¬ 
dental expressions he made use of, T do bclitjvf) he deeply feels the 
distress of tlio people! ” I will be bound that Mr. Forster was 
“ not in the least conscious to himself ” of how deep an affront was 
implied in his dubious venlict, that the appalling famine scenes, 
which wrung the heart of a young .stranger from Yorkshire, were not 
altogether matters of indifference to the tottering old chieftain whose 
life had been one long passionate struggle for his people, and whose 
heart-strings broke n few months later at their sufferings! Is it 
wonderful that he who with the best intentions in the world barely 
acquitted O'Connell of being the monster of callousness the Times 
dharged him to be, should have lived to doubt whether the Irish 
leader of another generation is not the Master-Moonlighter the never- 
changing Times paints him! There is another curious exemplifica¬ 
tion in this book of that puzzle-headedness of sympathy with Ireland 
the very sincerily of which bewrayed his Irish administration. On 
May 8th, against a dark background of evictions, imprisonments, and 
oasasaiaAtion |)lots, appears this bright entry in Mrs. Yere OBiien^a 
diary::' ^ath^ teaid to ns Mr. BobinBon’s report of the reception of the 
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seed-potatoes in County Mayo. This has been an aHK9|$(|^er delightful 
inddent, and it was a pleasure to hear the Chief Secretary reading 
anything so different from an outrage report; ‘ I wonder whether 
they would call me Buckshot Forster if I went down there ? ’ pondered 
father.” Here are to be noted two things: the wistful yearning 
for appreciation of his sympathy, and withal the strangely illogical 
expectation that a Government alms would be suflScient to purchase 
it for him. The Erris men would have called him Buckshot Forster, 
if they were not in dread of being sent to jail therefor. Why should 
they not ? If the seed-potatoes were not necessary to save them 
from staiwation, why should the British taxpayer be charged with 
the price of thein ? If the Government only performed the first 
function of govemmont in saving them from death by hunger, why 
should tlieso poor people be expected to acclaim the man who was 
imprisoning and pei’secuting the leaders whom they loved, and whose 
aim it was to place them for ovt'r above the need of Government 
charity? Alas, for the serpiel of this melting little incident! Mr. 
Forster did not go down among the poor Erris men; but a battalion 
of armed police did, io cnllcct j)oor-rnte off tlu^ unhappy wretches 
whom Mr. Foreter had saved frotu starvation; and the result of their 
visit was that a poor young girl was transfixed through the bosom 
with a bayonet and brought home to her mother—dead! 

These are elements of failure congenital, if I may so say, with every 
masterful Englishman—no matter how gracious his intentions—who, 
not content with pulling friendlily with Irishmen in common concerns, 
will insist upon dictating tho Irishman’s inmost household arrange¬ 
ments. But I do not think it is diflicult to place; one’s hand upon 
tho two special and (perhaps) avoidable errors which brought Mr. 
Forster’s administration to ruin, though with these Mr. Weinyss 
Reid’s book acquaints his readers but slightly. They are—first, tho 
failure to estimate the reality of Mr. Parnell’s power ; and secondly, 
the failure to throw upon the House of Lords tho responsibility of 
governing Ireland without tho Compensation for Disturbance Bill 
which they rejected. Before the Bill was sent up to its doom in the 
House of Lords, Mr. Forster not obscurely intimated that he had 
nailed liis colours to it as the very mainmast of his policy in Ireland. 
Had he either insisted upon his colleagues sending it up again with 
a peremptory message, or failing Mr. Gladstone’s compliance, com¬ 
pelled him to seek another Irish Secretary, he would either have 
saved Ireland from the horrible aftermath of troubles that followed 
the famine of 1879-80, or he would have placed upon other shoulders 
the responsibility for the anarchy which hd foresaw. The truth 
seems to be either that Mr. Forster and the Cabinet did not adequately 
estimate the gravity of the crisis whidh would arise when the 400,000 
persons, at that very moment on the charitable relief lists, would be 
summoned to an accohnb for their arrears of rent, or else the liber^ 
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majority, fresU from their great trinmph over Lord BeaconBfield*s 
foreign policy, did not care to imperil their laurels upon an Irish 
issue only half developed. There was a third course open to Mr. 
Forster on the rejection of the Bill. It was that which Sir M. 
Hicks-Beach had recourse to in the winter of 1886, when his own 
Cabinet had thrown out Mr. Parnell’s Suspension of Evictions Bill. 
He might have snapped his fingers at the Lords by the extra legal 
methods first set in force by Sir Redvers Buller in Kerry, and by 
which to this hour Mr. Balfour keeps a clandestine chock u])on 
evictions—namely, by refusing police protection to carry out evictions 
which are deeined'harsh ones. • Mr. Forster did none of these three 
things. He did not resign as ho had threatened to do; he did not 
take any other measure to i*estrain the hai-py landlords who had 
stoutly denied the distress even after the Toiy Lord Lieutenant’s 
wife had appealed for subscriptions j and far from exercising the 
“dispensing power” by which Sir M. Hicks-Beach refused Lord 
Clanricarde the means of extermination, Mr. Forster seemed rather 
to reproach the landlords (vol. ii. p. 376) with their “ vemissness ” in 
not carrying out their evictions “ on a systematic plan.” His illogi¬ 
cality in this respect liad the further disastrous effect of estranging 
him hopelessly from Mr. Parnell because ho was more logical As 
the spring i^assed Avithout any check upon evictions, or any prospect 
save a Land Bill in the late autumn which might follow the fate of 
the Compensation for^Disturbance Bill, and with a Coercion Bill in 
the meantime strenuously Avorked for the purpose of disanning the 
tenantry of their organization, Mr. Parnell and Mr. Dillon were 
driven into more and more bitter antagonism with the Government; 
and under the influence at one and the same time of the sinister 
counsels ho received in Dublin Castle and of fierce and often cruel 
personal conflict Avith the Irish leaders in Parliament, it grew 
to be more and more Mr. Forster’s ide.c fiica that Mr. Parnell’s 
influence was not regarded by the people as their salvation, but 
was imposed upon them by terror, and that the statesman who 
should succeed in delivering them from their nightmare would 
acquire their secret, and OA’^entnally their open, gratitude. The root 
of all his errors was his misappreciation of the great man, who, 
for the first time in recorded history, was able to bind together all 
the wild and wayward forces of the Irish race indissolubly. For 
instance, Mr. Wemyss Reid, like the faithful biographer that he is, 
thinks it his duty to Mi*. Forster to contrast the outburst of crime 
that arose contemporaneously with the Land League with the sub¬ 
sidence of agrarian , crime during the preceding quarter of a century, 
omitting to noto (1) that the Land League itself arose after and out 
•of a^ribd bf'dkbresa, compared with which nothing a tithe sO awful 
had seen since the Great Famine; and (2) that if agrarian otit- 
fiottriahed during the previous twenty yoai«) it web 
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because the young men of the country in al^iihose years were 
engrossed in a widespread conspiracy of at least two hundred thousand 
men to prepare for an armed insurrection in the first moment of 
England’s difficulty. Mr. Forster did not see at all Mr. Parnell’s 
wondrous achievement in weaning the whole youth of a hot-headed 
race to constitutional courses. He saw intensely that Mr. Parnell 
had not in addition performed the unperformable miracle of keeping 
the collision of half a million of starving people with their bankrupt 
landlords altogether free from bloodshed—the said collision being one 
in which Mr. Forster himself had proclaimed the tenantry entitled to 
a protection which llio law did not empower him to givre. It may* 
be admitted that the Irish leaders misunderstood Mr. Forster with 
compound interest. It is too often forgot (en that in these contests 
speech is the only Irish we.apon left nnproclaimed. Still more 
amazing, it is forgotten that the men whosti rude language is re¬ 
buked, were themselves habitually reviled, as though they were 
scarcely human beings ; and that tho whole 'J’ory party is at this 
moment chuckling with unconcealed delight, while the principal 
newspaper in England undertakes to prove tho elected representa¬ 
tives of the Irish people to be venal assassins and fiends. Tho 
Irish members were not possessed of the Jlivine perfection which . 
should have made them content to “answer not a word.” They 
struck back as they best could. Tho correct elocutionist is but 
a sorry match for forty thousand bayonets wkh jails and fortresses 
unnumbered. Nevertheless, it is one of tho saddest reflections 
of our time to what air extent tho judgment of one potent states- 
m^ on the Irish question was overthrown by a few whirling 
words from the Irish benches. Mr. Forstcu* was not exempt from tho 
infirmity. The assaults of iNfr. Parnell’s lieutenants became all tho 
more galling for the attacks of Mr. Parnell’s secret allies in the Cabinet. 
Angered by the baitings ho underwent in Parliament, his “ long and 
bitter struggles ” in tho Cabinet, and his disappointments upon dis¬ 
appointments in Ireland; dosed with daily letters from the landlords, 
a few samples of which Mr. Wemysa Reid enshrines, warning him that 
“the (death) warrants of several local Limerick gentlemen were signed,” 
that “ unless the militia were removed before the 17th of March there 
would be a general rising,” and so on through every note of panic, 
absurdity and objurgation; his humane heart racked with every 
horrible detail of every outrage that could be laid to the charge of 
the people, while the hardships and brutalities they endured were 
sedulously concealed ’ from him by the half a dozen Mr. Clifford 
Idoyds among whom he had partitioned Ireland; bewildered, morti¬ 
fied, horrified to find himself figuring as the tyrant of a country which 
it had been the .dream of his youth to serve, and which in his heart he 
still honestly yearned to deserve well of: it is not difficult to xiisder- 
Dtand.his ever-deepeuisg rspugnance to the malign influence of that 
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pale, passionless young man, wlio for ever coldly thwarted him, and 
who kept so marvellously within the law that even so late as 
October 22 the law officers had to strain their consciences for a 
decent pretext to arrest him. That Mr. Parnell understood Ireland, 
and that Mr. Forster, with all his sturdy sense, did not, is the moral 
of every page of these sad Irish chapters ; witness the letter to Mr. 
Gladstone of October 20, 1881: “What with the bishops de.serting 
the League, our arrests and proclamations, and the Land Court opened 
to-day, I am now really sanguine of success” (not more “really 
sanguine ” than is Mr. Balfour seven dreary years after, though the 
end is farther off than ever); his pathetic luisiake in supposing that 
the people he addressed in Tullaraore were secretly pining to throw 
off Mr. Parnell’s yoke when they were all the time sullenly storming 
against the unfairness of Mr. I’amell’s jailer in stealing this march 
on him under the guns of Mr. Clifford Lloyd’s police; or that other 
exultant boast of his in the House of Commons that, once his Coercion 
Bill was law, “ Mr. Parnells police would be gone.” Gone in awful 
earnest “ Mr. Parnell’s police ” were ; the priest, the sober town 
commissioner, I he influejitial shopkeeper—it was the very men who 
“ policed ” and moderated the peasantry wdio were put into jail with 
Mr. Parncdl; and it w'as when “ Mr. T’amcll’s police were gone ” that 
the InviiiciblfS roamed the streets of Dublin unmolested, laying plot 
after plot against the unconscious Chief Secretary’s life. 

It would bt‘, perhaps, a profitless inquiry at this time of day 
whether if Mr. Parnell had been suffered to test the Land Act in the 
winter of 1881, after the manner lu? had projected, instead of being 
cast into prison and his oi'ganization smashed into chaos, seven years 
of lawless chopping and changing in judicial rents might not have 
been averted. The “ Kilmainham Treaty ” is a more seductive 
theme of speculation. Was it wise to have formed it ? or was it not 
rather thrice unwise not to have carried it out, even after all the 
merciless stabs that -were inflict‘''d upon it that mellow May evening 
on the sward of the Phoenix Park ? Who can tell ? Among us 
Nationalists there used to be nianv who wdnced under Mr. Parnell’s 
letter to the full as keenly as many English Liberals winced the 
night when Mr. Forster, with an excusable touch of the old Adam, 
reminded his ex-colleagues of the missing passage. I don’t think 
there is wincing any longpr on the subject. I have myself always 
believed it to have been one of the boldest strokes of statesman¬ 
ship of the century. At the very moment when the passions of 
the two nations seemed to have brought them to an irreconcilable 
impasse, Mr. PaameU’s clear vision siidd^nly showed them a straight 
and simple rood to an understanding which has since, under the 
vfarmer rays of Mr. Gladstone’s genius, ripened into a sincere and 
lafiii^j^ frien^dship, between the British and Irish masses. The 
bnc^jria^ IdbSr^ majority of 1^80 was still in the flush of its 
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strength, and there can ho little doubt that, but for.,.tihe staggering 
blow dealt at Mr. Parnell in the Phoenix Park, the Irish Parliament 
would have been long ago in harness, and careworn years of sleepless 
struggle, pain, and risk might never have made their furrows in the 
cheeks of many of us, groat and small. Whether the evening Lord 
Spencer, saw that awful scuffle opix)site his windows, it might not 
have been oven still possible to withstand the hoarse roar of anger 
that swelled through England; whether the moment when the 
universal Irish heart was quiv<'ring with horror at Lord Frederick 
Cavendish’s fate, was not the idt.'al moment for unflinchingly adher¬ 
ing to the Kilmainham Treaty, rather than for despajjfully falling 
back into the shadows, is one of those riddles on which the Sphinx 
will never relax her lips. Enough that the despair is over, and in 
a great degree the shadows. 

When all is said, it is the human side of Mr. Forster’s story that • 
will have the most abiding interest. It is tlio pity of it! For 
Jtlnglislnnen, that of this great Englishman, as perpetually of this 
great iMupire, Ireland should be the tliorn and the undoing. For 
Irishmen, that the shaggy, kindly, rough-hewn Saxon man might so 
easily have been a friend, if he bad not been dooined to be a ruler. 
His life would be an argument for using none but bad and heartless 
men in governing Ireland, if it wens not an immeasurably stronger 
argument for letting her govern herself according to her own genius, 
or, if you prefer the ])hrase, according to her own humour. Perhaps 
Mr. Forster’s very greatest slioiicoming as a ruler of the Irish peo])le 
was his almost aggressiveness in concealing the infinite deal of 
human nature which Mr. Wemyss lleid discloses in him. He had 
equipments even more essential than intellect to the happy govern¬ 
ing of men—a conscience and a heart. 11 is comparatively mild 

Coercion Act is prefaced, not with the jaunty thesis that it creates 
no new crime, but with the sorrowful admission that “ t.his suspension 
of Habeas Corpus is a mo-st violent, and I may almost S!iy brutal, 
remedy.” If he watches his political prisoners (as he does keenly) it is 
to see whether a dying mother misses them from her bedside, not to 
find material for amusing the young Tory genth'men of England 
with their sufferings. In the dark tale of his heart-burnings in 
Ireland, and the plottings of his minor colleagues in the Cabinet, the 
loyal relationship between Mr. Gladstone and himself shines with 
something of the tenderness of an antique idyll—the poor broken 
Minister with his pathetic, “ I feel it is ray hard lot to bring you 
nothing but anxieties; ” his heroic old master answering ever 
bliihely : “ The highest courage is to meet difficulty with a cool head 
and a warm heart, and that is what you are doing.” For Mr. Forster, 
night has closed over the battlefield where he stoutly fought and 
fell. Those who might so much more easily than he have gone down 
against the tremendous forces he wielded will be the last to disturb 
his sleep with a churlish word. 



MARRIAGE REJECTION AND MARRIAGE 

REFORM.' 


Among the many complicated social problems at present engaging the 
attention of thoughtful minds, there is none which has greater and 
graver claims upon it than tlio question, What is to bo the future 
of marriage ? It is a question which touches at so many different 
points upon so many sensitive places of our human nature—so many 
sanctities, beliefs, convictions, interests, prejudices—^that there has 
been, hitherto, a certain hesitation in approaching it. It has been 
pondered in private and discussed en petit couiUS rather than 
publicly canvassed, such references as are made to it in the press 
and elsewhere being chielly of a veiletl and oblique character—not 
of the sort wliich ho who runs may road. And yet a very real and 
even painful interest in it is spreading day by day, and day by day it is 
assuming proportions which seem to demand that it should be lifted 
out of the esoteric stage and take its place among those questions 
which,' in the full light of day, are patiently, candidly, and 
courageously threshed out. To the present writer it appears that no 
apology is required .for an attempt in the direct ion of publicly venti¬ 
lating a subject of supreme importance to society which has latterly 
engrossed individual thought to a far greater extent than is commonly 
supposed. Timid persons always wince at the free handling of 
questions which they find it more convenient not to regard as ques¬ 
tions at all; bigoted ones always frown upon what they consider 
disrespect to institutions which are, for them, indissolubly bound up 
with ceremonial observances and supernatural sanctions; but to the 
honest thinker there is no sin like the cowardice which shirks even 
an unpopular investigation of unpalatable facts, and no blasphemy 
like the assumption that the universe contains anything more worthy 
of wonder and worship than truth. Again, there is a large class of 
minds, of whom it cannot fairly be said that they are either pusil¬ 
lanimous or fanatical, to whom the idea of any change—any develop¬ 
ment—^in connection with marriage, is somewhat bewildering. The 
mere suggestion implied in the heading of this article that there is, 
or tTiere may be, in store for marriage a future other than its 

* Thi«|>ap0B Ifl Bpt intontionallya reply to Mrs. Caird’s article on ** Marriage ” In 
the AniMst numh^ q£ tliis Bsviuw: it was written some time before that article was 

b'Hahsa.-*r ‘ 
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present, falls with a certain repellent strangeness on their 
ear. Without any wilful hostility to new ideas, they share 
the natural human distaste for foreignness, the ingrained human 
suspicion of the untried and unaccustomed; they are puzzled 
by the interest the topic excites ; they fail to grasp the 
necessity for any commotion about it, for any re-judgment of 
a social institution having the permanence and stability which, in 
their thought, attach to the institution of marriage. The truth 
is that the sociological, as distinguished from the biological aspects 
of the great modern conception of evolution, of progressive deve¬ 
lopment, have been, as yet, but imperfectly apprehended. The 
average mind does not, as yet, at all adequately realize the applica¬ 
bility of the evolution theory to the whole of existence, nor perceive 
that if it explains the building up of our bodily frame, it also 
furnishes the key to our condition as moral, intellectual, and social 
beings. For the immonso majority—even in these days of the 
popularizing of science and the rapid dissemination of all kinds of 
information—the notion of development, of S(‘cular growth and 
change, is confined to the organic world. The Darwinian theory of 
human evolution is tacitly or explicitly admitted on all hands, and 
we have now no more objection to acknowledging the influence of 
natural selection tipon our own physical characteristics than upon 
those of our horses or our pigeons. But the now teaching has 
scarcely spread to the realm of social institutions, nor penetrated the 
domain of our every-day life. Sociologically speaking, wo remain 
pro-Darwinian—pre-Spencerian. We are ns persistently hostile to 
the relative as very children. Wo regard all our institutions, 
customs, conventions, as part of a fixed oider of things. Wo embrace 
the halting compromises, the makeshifts, the blindfold, tentative— 
so to speak, provisional arrangements of our predecessors as final, 
just as they themselves, with more excuse, accepted them as final. 
We do not see that none of these things are absolute; that they are 
forward steps, not resting-places; stages of human progress; rounds 
of the ascending spiral which leads from mere animalism up to the 
human ideal. But whatever may be the case with the mass—and 
some such hypothesis as the foregoing seems needed to account for 
the slowness of the majority to face difficult social problems, or to 
perceive approaching social change—there is, as has been pointed 
out, an increasing minority who occupy themselves increasingly with 
this particular problem of the evolution of marriage. It is time 
that voice should be given to their thought; that latent speculation 
shonld be replaced by open discussion, and that a full, free, and fear¬ 
less handling of the subject should, as it alone can, bring matters to 
something like an issue. 

These independent thinkers, then, may be divided into two classes: 
first, those who have tlhai^oiied all respect for marriage, even when 
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outwardly conforming to it, and who, for the most part esoterically, 
promulgate their creed—sometimes, with the courage of their con¬ 
victions, acting on their theories themselves : secondly, those who are 
profoundly dissatisfied with the institution as it exists at present, but 
who desire to purify and to reform—not to abolish it. Let us, before 
considering the attitude of these two sections more in detail, try to 
discover what it is that has led to their disaffection ; what it is that 
has produced this phenomenon of a number of intelligent people, 
who, agreeing perhaps in little besides, agree in their disloyalty to 
what they term “ conventional” marriage. 

The cheap explanation will, of course, bo at once forthcoming 
that these objectors'are merely the children of their time; that they 
do but share in that general revolt against authority in all depart¬ 
ments of life which is the note of an unsettled, transitional, above 
all, democratic ago. Th(*re are no restraints, it will be urged, so 
galling to people bent on getting rid of all forms of coercion as 
ecclesiastical or theological restraints. Free-thought has made havoc 
of the ceremony of marriage, just as, in the past, Protestantism 
abolished the sacramtmt of marriage. Nothing savouring of sacer¬ 
dotalism, nothing smacking of superstition, nothing attaching in any 
mann(‘r to discarded sanctions or (‘xploded dogmas can weigh 
seriously with the enlightened thinker of the nineteenth century, 
who is essentially a law unto himsidf, and recognizes no superior, 
human or divine. Take that conspicuous instance (it will be said) 
of the disintegration of thought upon this subject afforded by 
the private life of one of the greatest writers—ay, and greatest 
moralists—of the century. How can we explain the behaviour of 
Georg('i Eliot with regard to the marriago-rito, except as an act of 
revolt against an institution associated for centuries with the rule of 
a languishing church, with the domination of an unmasked priestly 
caste, with the despotism of an outworn creed ? 

Now, although there may be some truth in all this, reasoning of 
this kind is surely, on the whole, superficial, and quite inadequate 
to explain all the facts. Surely the true explanation lies deeper. 
Startling though it may sound to many, would it not bo nearer the 
truth to say that the modem revolt against the marriage-bond 
spiings—not from any such shallow, headstrong self-assertion—^but 
from what is deepest, most penuaneut, and most distinctively human 
in us ? It seems to the present writer, at any rate, that, in spite of 
all deductions, it is not to the negal ive and destructive, but to the 
higher constructive and progressive faculties of our nature that we 
must look for the root of the prevailing discontent with arrange¬ 
ments that were good enough for our forefathers. And it is very 
certain that whoever would interpret the movement aright, whoever 
aspires' in any degree to guide it, must begin ly placing himself in 
sypapaU^ with its essence—^however dubious may be some of its 
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concomitants—and by recognizing, at the outset, that this, at least, 
is natural and noble. For what is the essence, the secret and kernel 
of this discontent ? It is neither more nor less than a quickened 
allegiance to the only true sanctifier of the supreme human union— 
Love; it is a ripening reverence for the vivifying and ennobling 
spirit of the life-tie between man and woman, as distinguished from 
the debasing and paralysing letter; it is a fresh effort of travailing 
humanity away from lower forms and towards that purified mono¬ 
gamy which is tho ultimate human relation; it is, in a word, the 
growing tendency to substitute for a conventional legal contract 
true marriage. Air. Herbert Spencer says of monogamy, that 
“ any changes to be anticipated ” (in tho connubial relation) 
“ must be in the direction of comjfietion and extension of it.” Have 
we not hero the dawning of some such change ? And is not the 
feeling now’ setting in so strongly against the conventional bond 
merely a sign that such “completion and extension” of monogamy 
—that is, of his “ primitive ttmdency ”—has become more and 
more indispensable to civilized man ? It is impossible to read that 
section of Mr. Herbert Spencer’s l^nncipJes of iiuciolot/i/ which 
sums up the results of modern resc'arch in this field—the section 
on Jlonu'stic Institutions—without bc'ing convinced that it in a 
primitive tendency, a tendency which has “ long been growing 
innate,” and from which such infra-huinan forms as promiscuity, 
polyandiy, polygyny, have been indeed “ temporary deviations,” 
induced by the stress of circumstance. Even among primates 
inferior to man, wo are told, something like monogamy exists; and 
throughout human history there has boon, as it were, a leaning 
towards and a longing for monogamy, every lower kind of union 
producing its brood of retributive evils, notably degradation of 
women and injury to children. ^Monogamy itself, however, is 
plainly siisco[)tible of development, and if, in its earlier stages, it 
implies merely the legal possession of one w'oman by one man, in 
its later purified forms it signifies a great deal more—even a noble 
and equal fellowship of hearts i a life-union based upon love, not 
law; too sensitively proud in its dc'ptli of devotion, too stable and 
splendid in its religious fealty, to concern itself greatly with out- 
wai'd ceremonies and legal forms and prescribed protestations of 
faith. And if, as yet, it is only the few who have risen to such 
a conception of the monogamic union, if the majority of civilized 
men and women are still in an earlier stage of monogamic develop¬ 
ment, is this a reason why imagination and specxxlation should bo 
wholly restricted to the less perfect form—why we should not give 
glad hospitality to any tokens of a latent thirst for something higher 
and better ? Were it not better to acknowledge tho dignity of this 
thirst, and, in general, to learn more reverence for tho mighty 
principle of progressive,development as we lx*hold it at work in the 
VOL. 130.—^No. 3. AA 
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moral world ? Wliy can we not bo prevailed upon to admire in 
it a law of iiatui*e as imposing and sublime as the laws which 
govern the stars in their courses and order the seed-time and 
harvest ? Wliy, to clothe the question in other words, do we not 
trace the fuvjer of God” in this slow, secular feeling of man after 
his highest good, and worship it, as Moses worslu'iiped it in th<‘ new 
leap towards justice and righteousness which his cod(! embodied, 
or agi'eater than Moses, when the time came to substitute enthusiasm 
for obedience and blessings for commands, and he, “ by the finger 
of Clod,” cast out -the “ devils ” of legality, of hypocrisy, of phari- 
saism, of formalism? It is, then, siibmilh'd that the result of a 
careful and unprejudiced survey of the facts will bo that the f(‘rment 
of opinion in the pi*esent day on the subject of mfirriag(‘ is, upon 
the whole, and in its «“ssence, a good thing, it is further sub¬ 
mitted that the movement in favour of, at least, some important 
modifications in tlm instituti<ni, is neitlier to bo des[)iscd, nor to 
be dreaded, nor to l)e condemned; but is to be, by all lovers of 
righteonsiK'ss ajid of ])rogr('ss, studied, respected, guarded froiii aber¬ 
ration, and guided in the ])aths of Avisdom. 

Let us now ri'turn to examine the respective positions of the two 
classes into Avliich it Avas sugge.sted that the malcontents might bo 
diAuded, considering, first, those who Avisli to do aAvay Avith the insti¬ 
tution of maiTiago, and Avho are working openly or secretly, directly 
or indiivetly, towards that end ; secondly, those Avho desire—not to 
abolish—bnt to modify and to reform it. It Avill snbseqnently be our 
task to t'’v to discover on which side the larger share of truth is to 
bo found, and Avhich pai’ty is nioro likely to deterniine, or aid in 
detennining, the future of marriage. 

No student of recent literatm*e—cortaiidy no stiulent Avho takes 
count of ethical as well as of purely literary or msthotic tendencies— 
can haAm failed to observe tokens of the kind of veiled propaganda 
now being carried on by the former class of theorists. When 
doctrines of the sort make themselves felt, as these undoubtedly do, 
in general literature ; Avhen' Avritings of the popular class, which 
registex', as it were, the extent to Avhieh new ideas and new ideals 
have taken hold of the public mind, give frequent hints of them, 
then Avo are surely justified in asserting, Avith some confidence, that 
the time is not far distant A\’hen they Avill be promulgated in less 
guarded Avays.* Many recent noA’ols, poems, and newspaper ai*ticles, 
constituting a considerable section of the lighter literature of the last 
few years, afford abundant evidence that the question is not only in 
the air, but fast ripening for solution. One example, taken almost 
at random from modern fiction, and another, also selected at hap- 

, In the sociological section of Mr. Karl Pearson's KtMc of l&ee Thought, pub- 
lisbed since this jjassage was written, we have an example of what may be expected 
in tbes nm future in .the way at open inculcation of anti-marriage doctrines by 
jSrioiis tbioloni. , 
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hazard from modern poetry, may serve to illusttertie the tendency 
referred to. 

Considerable difference of opinion has been observable among 
reviewera and others as to the morality, or the reverse, of that power¬ 
ful first production of a fresh and vigorous young writer, the 
Story of an African Farm. Some critics have opined that, since the 
heroine, who spurns the shackles of conventionality in marriage, as 
in everything else, loses her child, and dies in a horrible anguish of 
solitude, the moral aim of her creator cannot fairly be called in 
question. Others, on the contrary, have maintained that the fate 
of Lyndall does not necessarily im[)ly the ideas of retribution or 
expiation, but is merely painted in accordance with the author’s 
sombre views of life, views which are, in turn, inspired by her com¬ 
plete repudiation of orthodox beliefs and of the ordinary codes of 
morality, ’fhey deem that .such a history of rebellious lawlessness, 
as it .appears to them, cati only inllucnce young minds for evil, and 
they deplore the publication of such a work, as one more indication 
of the anarchic tendencies of the day in religion and morals, as well 
as in politics. The trutli, probably, lies somewhere between these 
two opposite impressions, byndall’s sufterings and tragic end may 
not have bi'eu inttmded to be in any sense expiatoiy, and yet it may 
bo harsh and unjust to say that her history is ono which must neces¬ 
sarily have a deleterious eflect upon the reader’s mind. I’or some of 
us, Lyndall stands out, a living palpitating figure, among the crowd 
of novel-nonentities; sliarply outlined against the confused shadows 
of half-real jjeople and things ; vivid, impressive—not because hers 
is a very unique or even exceptional ch.'iracter —in the yr.rm it is 
certainly not so—^but because she is the embodiment, powerfully and 
sincerely drawn, of ideas and opinions daily growing more frequent 
amongst us, and with which, so to speak, wo have got to reckon. 
This child of nature, nursed in nature’s lap, strong of head, strong 
of nerves, deep-hearted, compact of passion, is really no anarchist, no 
advocate of lawlessness and libertinage; she is just— alotie, (UsorientSe, 
in the dark, greedy for truth, greedy for happiness, and entirely 
resolved not to make believe that she possesses these things, when, 
in fact, she has known nothing of them. Such early training and 
such social surroundings as she has had have landed her in chaos; 
she was nourished and brought up on lies; lies for lullabies in all 
her slumbers; lies to quench all the ardent questionings of her im¬ 
perious intellect. It is matter of course, proud, passionate, and 
true as she is, that she should revolt, and be driven, like moat truth- 
seekers and love-seekers, into the wilderness, there to painfully beat 
out her own path, unguided and unaided, and, less fortunate than 
some, to perish among the rocks and briars of the way. Her 
creator does not, perhaps, unreservedly approve her; but neither does 
she consciously punish her. With vital sympathy, with an emotion 
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so profound that you hear, as it were, a heart-beat in every word, 
she delineates the “little human woman” who, in her liatred of 
falsehood, of injustice, of cruelty, of tyranny, is thrown back upon 
her own untutored instincts, and lives and dies in fierce defiance of 
a world which, as she knows it, is almost wholly false, unjust, cruel 
and tyrannous. What Miss Schreiner does consciously or uncon-, 
sciously endorse—and this is the point which immediately concerns 
us—is Lyndall’s classing of marriage among the things which have 
become open questions for her. She is clearly in sympathy with 
those friends and lovers of Lyndall who see nothing in her liaimi 
that need impair their worship of her. Gregory llose, covering her 
feet with kisses as she lay upon her death-bed ; Waldo, crying for 
her to the stars in the deadly anguish of bereaved souls without hope 
—these people are but the mouthpieces of the author’s tenderness 
for a woman who has deliberately, and of her own freewill, 
preferred concubinage to marriage. There is nothing in tlu^ minds 
of these men—thci’o is nothing in their creatox*’s mind—either 
of the old-woi*ld contempt for the “ fallen ” woman, at b('st senti¬ 
mental toleration of her, or of the regretful and restorative pity which 
the new world is beginning to extend to fallen men and fallen wojnen 
alike. Lyndall is still, with thorn all, the same supremely gifted, 
supremely sweet, beautiful and captivating child-woman that she was 
when her revolt was against false theology merely, or against the foul 
and bestial deeds of men and women who tortured Kaflirs and dumb 
animals and little children, while the names of God and Christ were 
foi’ ever on their lips. Tln're is no indication in the book that the revolt 
against marriage comes under a different category; no indication of 
a distinct boundary lino between theological controversies and moral 
obligations ; no hint that, apart from all the creeds, a human being 
is at all less noble, less praiseworthy, less loveworthy, for surrender¬ 
ing advisedly the white flower of a blameless life. Eather, the 
suggestion is that it is commendable to repudiate a life-tie which is 
very likely to outlast love, and that “ frail,” “ mortal,” “ erring,”‘as 
Lyndall might be, yet she was so only in that general sense in 
which the whole human family are so, and not at all in the sense in 
which w'e use the words when speaking of an Effie Deans or a Hetty 
Sorrel. There is here no sense of something sacred violated, some- 
tliing white sullied, something whole fractured; there is an entirely 
new way of looking at the sexual relation—a view of sexual morality 
to which the better class of Victorian imaginative literature, at any rate, 
affords no parallel. How are we to account for a writer of the moral 
calibre of the author of the South Afi'ican Farm —a writer whose moral 
intuitions are literally poignant in their reality and intensity, with 
W'hom justice is a passion, and pity a kind of possession, and truth as 
t]|i6 breath, of life—^how are we to account for such a writer being 
(it would seem) insensible to the duty and beauty of the culminating 
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human grace of chastity—that is, of wedded and unwedded spotless¬ 
ness ? “I like to experience, I like to try,” says Lyndall to the 
father of her child. “ I cannot marry you because I cannot be tied; 
but, if you wish, you may take me away with you, and take care of 
me; then when we do not love any more we can say good-by.” 
Surely there is but one explanation of these nihilistic doctrines being 
found upon such lips, of the gospel of destruction and disorder 
being, as it were, acquiesced in by a pure-hearted man like Waldo, 
of experiments like Lyndall’s being condoned practically, by a high- 
minded writer, like the author of this vind, earnest, original book. 
Surely the explanation is that she has herself ceased to regard legal 
raarriagi* with respect, that she believes, and is endeavouring co¬ 
vertly to make us believe in a union which shall bo something higher, 
truer, and better than legal marriage.* 

The poem lo which roferenco was juade as illustrating the modem 
tendency to insinuate a dispamging view of marriage, and to hint at 
some higher ideal, is a new variation on the theme of the first part of 
Vamf—Princfi f/Kn/er, by !Mr. Alfred Austin. It is true that 
Lucifer-h'aust ends by marrying the peasant girl, whom he has— 
well, the old harsh word is perhaps hardly in place here—whose 
utter tnist lu' has won, as soon as he discovers that her Catholic 
bias is even stronger than her faith in him. It is also true that, in 
a significant scene at t he close of the drama, ho partially admits that 
her unsophisticated moral and religious creed may, after all, be 
truer or, at least, as true as his own philosophy. Still the general 
impression left by a perusal of iMr. Austin’s poem is that the author 
intends us to reconsider our, presumably, stereotyped views on the 
subject of marriage, aiid to be compelled to the admission that 
there is a good deal to be said on both sides. Prince Lucifer is, like 
Lyndall in the African Farm, no anarchical destroyer of institutions 
for mere destruction’s sake ; no nihilistic hater of the moral law, on the 
general ground that law, of whatever kind, is opposed to license. He is 
meant to be a high-principled man, a “ soaring mind ; ” an idealist; 
and, although his conception of love—the educating of a docile village 
Gretchen to become his echo—^falls,perhap3, a little short of the ideal of 
most persons of culture nowadays, still it is a real and lasting love that 
binds him to Eve,and not one of the “many counterfeits of love,” which 
he pleads guilty to having previously “ assayed.” He abstains from 
marriage on principle—not from lack of principle—desiring indeed 

“ That Love shall have the birthright of his wings, 

No longer like a captive eagle, blink 
Chained to a nuptial perch; ” 

but not desiring that Love should abuse his freedom ; believing in a 

^ Another recent novel. The New Antigone, deala largely with the doctrine of “ Free 
Love,” not, however, as evolved by s solitary young girl out of her inner consoioos- 
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supreme life-tio which shall transcend all lower, transient ones; and 
intending Eve to be 

“ All unto me as I all unto her 
By lasting choice of unlocked liberty.” 

It is something higher, not something lower, than marriage of which 
ho dreams. In his proud retort to the village priest who comes to 
his castle to expostulate with him for abducting one of his flock, 
there is no hint of the sullen defiance of conscious ill-doing. 'J’he 
tone is ratlier that of conscious superiority, of one who has reached 
a pinnacle of enlightenment and even of virtiu^ as yet inaccessible to 
the crowd. “ You cannot many her,’’ says Father Gabriel, remind¬ 
ing the exiled prince of tlie disparity between his own station and 
that of his .“uncontracted and i)recarioiis toy.” “ flow know you 
that ? ” Lucifer shai’ply rejoins. 

“ I cannot marry her ? Say, would not, rather. 

’TLs not lier birth noi- sim^deness that bans 
Tlie rites yon gu.-ird; heraldic bkzoni-ies 
Aro iireworks for the fooli.sh. Tt is love 
Enjoins wc still lf«ive Nature to complete 
The j)iece she luitli begun. Wliy interrupt 
The .slow, sure weaving of love’s natural bond 
With inarriago contnict, sudden, forcible. 

Strong till 'tis strained and snajus? That will I never. 

For marriage is the winding-sheet of love; 

And, after it, most mortals in their hcfirts 
(.'arry a coffin uninteii-ed. Could I 
On to the unwn’tten covenant of love 
Append that clogging and unneeded seal. 

This simple shopherdcs.s. 

Should buy your SiUiction.” 

One of Mr. Austin’s critics contrasts the behaviour of Prince 
Lucifer with that of Shelley. Shelley, lie points out, placidly 
acquiesced in the marriage-rite, although he did not believe in it, 
for his wife’s “ comfort as a social creatui-e.” Prince Lucifer, on 
the other hand, while bowing to convention for his wife’s comfort 
as a religious creature, does so witli the mental conflict and distress 
of a man who is compelled to surrender an exalted and long-cherished 
ideal. The reviewer holds that Shelley’s attitude was the more 
comprehensible of the two, and doubts “ if many men have been in¬ 
fluenced by Lucifer’s feeling, or if any man whatever since the world 
began, or since the marriage-rite was celebrated, whether by the 
Church or a more secular power, has been deterred from marrying 
any woman by the idea that maniago involved a loss of spiritual 

iiess, but as imbibed with ber mother’s milk by the nursling of an *' advanced” form 
of Booiatism. But in this case it seems clear that the author’s own sympathies are 
D'ltV) the side of the revolntionary views whose true tendency he exposes by an in- 
genloui' raibiwfth od dmsrdum. 
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union.” But surely, at the present time, it is precisely Lucifer’s 
feeling and not Shelley’s that is confronting us at every turn. 
Shelley was “conscious of no serious mischief done,” when he con¬ 
sented to bo married, presumably because he novel* had any notion 
of being permanently bound either by a ceremony or by tho “ lasting 
choice of unlocked liberty.” Whereas the Lucifers of to-day are 
conscious of mischief done when they Submit to marriage, because 
they do believe in a higher bond, and regard tho outward ceremony 
not merely as an empty form, but as a positive slur on the inward 
and spiritual tin, 'I’lio nineteenth-century revolt against marriage 
of which this light-bearer, this Lucifer, is a fair type, has some of 
the elements of a religious crusade. The eighteenth-century revolt 
w'hich (Shelley embodies, was, in comparison, mere sedition. It was 
bent, like tho llovoliitiou in general, upon upsetting, pulling down; 
and by its fruits it ivas speedily knmvn. The; private life of 
Roussi'au, its first prophet, with his coarse, ignorant ’I’herese, and 
his repudiation of tho elementary duties of parenlhood ; tho iirivate 
life of Shelley, its laureate, with ils abject desertion—not only of 
childnm, but of a wife who was herself little more than a child— 
for a ehiId-miati’css—and its hideous environment of .sycophancy, 
protligacy, and suicide; the domestic history of not a few modern 
Socialist and Nihilist rcpre.sentativcs of tho creed of llousscau ajid 
Godwin and (Shelley—Iheso were and arc some of tho fruits 
of a reaction which was mainly frondvnr, mainly destructivo and 
negative. With the school of Shelley and tho Revolutionists wo 
are not at present concerned, nor do doctrines which imply a 
speedy rtsversion lo promiscuity rctpiire other refutation than that 
which all such errors in chronology receive sooner or later at the 
hands of experience. ’I’hat it has not been witlioiit intluenco u] 30 i} 
the iriovcmont of to-day—nay, that it in some sens(^ sowed the seeds 
of it—is a matter of course. But tho child does not in the least 
resemble tho parent. The old inovoTiient was destructive. The 
new movement is constructive. Tho old movement was all for 
libei'ty. Tlie new movement is for liberty ton, but for liberty as 
tho essential ehmicnt and pi*imary condition of a lasting and a 
loving union. 

But, it will hero bo objected, how is this assumed desire for a 
permanent, if voluntary, tie to be reconciled with Lucifer’s aspiration 
that “Love should have the birthright of liis wings, ’ with Lymlall’s 
“I cannot be tied. When wo do not lovo any more Ave can say 
good-bye ? ” How is it to be reconciled Avith such a confession of 
faith as that of one of tlie latest exponents of the now teaching:— 
“ Personally, T seo no reason why tAvo persons, avIio may be in no 
way responsible,.to a third, should be hound together for life, whether 
they will or no.” * Does not, it Avill be asked, the new school like 

' Ethie of Free Tlmtght, p. 384. 
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the old practically inculcate a kind of promiscuity? Is Iho late 
nineteenth century really nohler, or only a little less sincere, than 
the late eighteenth century ? Is it genuine in its protestations of 
Ijelief iu monogamy—a monogamy all the more real for being un- 
legalizecl ? Are all its line phrases about a loftier spiritual tie, about 
“ a perfectly free yet generally lifelong union,” any real guarantee 
that it will not terminate in license—nay, docs not secretly believe in 
license ? ^J’ho answer will be best given later, when liaving turned 
to the inarriage-reformei'S, as distinct from tJus maiTiago-rojectors, 
and considered their position for a moment, wo proceed to compare 
the relative claims of the two sections to gain tlio car of the 
w'orld at large, and to seriously influnncc iho future evolution of 


marriage. 


Werew'o to search recent litcmturo for oxamjilcs of tliis less 
‘‘ advanced ” but not less not(‘worthy form of the modern dissatisfaction 
with conventional marriage, the Westminster Hkview itself would not 
contain the illustrations th.it might be given. And it would be 
snperlluous to .adduce *cvidenc(' of the patent fact that there exists a 
very largo number of people, who, while they are bent upon pre- 
si'rving the institution of marriage intact, are, if possible, still more 
b(‘nt upon modifying, beautifying, and elevating it. A v'ery brief 
account of their qn.arrel with marriage in its threefold aspect, as a 
legal contract, a social institution, and a religious ordinance, w’ill 
make it clear that wo have not here to do with a small body of 
theorist.s or fanatics, but with a considerabli' section of tho com¬ 
munity—a section probably embracing most thoughtful person.s who 
concern themselves about tho matter at all. 


Viewed as a legal contract, then, thc‘ niarriage-refonners take gravo 
exce]ition to the institution as now existing, on tlie ground of its 
ini'quality—that is, of the preference shown for tho interests of one 
contracting party over those of the other. The spirit of tho laws 
affecting marriage, as WTdl as tho interpretation and administration 
of those laws, have been, and in many respects still are, notoriously 
hostile to the wife. In the matter of property, a married woman had, 
speaking generally, no control whatever ovin- her own earnings or her 
own fortune, which w'ore entirely at the mercy of aii unscrupulous 
husband, until, within tho last decade, tlie Married Women’s 
I’roperty Act, extorted with difficulty from a reluctant Legislature, 
partially remedied a clamant injustice. In the matter of the 
Guardianship of Infants, legislation has still more lamely redressed 
a grievance which presses more hardly upon wives and mothers in 
proportion as their flesh and blood are dearer to them than their 
balance at the banker’s. Here the shadow of tho pairia ^fotcstcbs 
still lingers with such malignant effect amongst ns, that even when 
lh» national cjonscietice awoke to the iniquity of ignoiung the inalien¬ 
able nfttttfal right of the mother to the guardianship, of her own 
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offspring (unless disqualified by insanity or crimi^)^ our lawmakers 
could not be prevailed on so to violate the tradition of centuries as to 
plac(? her once and for all on a level with the father, and to proclaim 
her rights absolutely equal with his. The utmost they could be per¬ 
suaded to concede to the mother was the po^ver to act jointly with 
any guardian appointed by the father, thus removing what has been 
justly called “ the monstrous right which a father possessed of 
leaving by will a guardian who could take the child away from 
the custody of its mother for no other reason than his own will.” 
In cases of separation and divorce, the consequences of the “ legal 
theory of marriage, that the wife is ‘under cover,’ completely 
absorbed in the personality of her lord and master,” are frequently 
as cruelly oppressive to her as in the case of the ugly tyranny of the 
dead hand. 'I’lie custody of children being in these cases a matter 
within the discretion of the Court, it is singular how often that 
“ discretion ” issues in the resolve that an innocent wife shall suffer 
—through lu‘r children—rather than a gxiilty husband. And yet 
when <iven a writer of Mr. Spencer’s impartiality and breadth of view 
can, forecasting tlio future status of woman, complacently predict 
that “ legal decisions from lime to time demanded by marital 
dillcrcnces, involving the question which shall yield, are not likely 
to reverse all past decisions; ’’ and that “evenly though the law may 
balance claims, it will, as the least evil, continue to give, in case of 
need, supremacy to the husband, as being tho more judicially 
minded ”(!)—what can we expect from the average administrator of 
the law ? Obviously that tho rights of even a bad father will be 
tenderly respected, while she to whom tho labour and sorrow of 
bearing and rearing them is allotted, will bo bereft of her children. 
With such a stati* of things, however, it does not appear to tho 
reformers at sill “ likely” that the future will re.st content, and it is 
safe to predict that a condition of tho law which by its inequality 
helps to make true marriage impossible will have to be gradually 
amended, and that “ legal decisions ” which are notoriously one-sided 
and oppressive will have to ho adjusted to the requirements of the public 
conscience. But it is the law of divorce itself which presents the 
most llagrant instance of the hardsliips to which the legal contract, 
as now existing, may subject the married woman. Jjeaving on one 
side for the moment the general question—by no means a foregone 
conclusion, as tho majority of the modem world w'oiild seem to have 
decided—of the justifiability of divorce, it must be admitted by all 
candid minds that the actual law of divorce in this country is shame¬ 
fully unjust to the wife. The evil is so notorious ; the premium put 
upon male infidelity and upon the more exquisite forms of educated 
cruelty is so patent; the unfairness of making the contract termi¬ 
nable by the husband, but not by the wdfe, under precisely similar 
qircumstances, is so egregious, that to dilate npon the subject is 
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needless. Suffice it tliat this particular legal anomaly—whatever 
may befall the others—can hardly survive the admission of women to 
the franchise. Sooner or later it must succumb to the attacks of 
those who already see clearly that if the marriage-contract is to be 
preseivcd it must be in many respects remodelled, cleansed of the 
remnants of barbarism, and purged of the old bad leaven of injustice 
to women. 

llegard('d in the light of a social institution, marriage,-accoKling 
to tin* idealists with whom wc, are now concerned, calls for reform 
more loudly than even when legally considered, 'fho chief count 
in their indictment against it from the social point of view is, of 
conr.sie, the prevahmee of those semi-civilized u-sages which, in Mr. 
S])encer’s words, “ made, ntitf roiifuiifr iindr, considerations of pro¬ 
perty predominate ov<'r consider,ations ul ju'rsonal preference.” They 
note, with him, that the ])rinufciv(‘, practices of wifc-purchaso and 
husband-purchase, ‘‘ though they have' lost their original gross forms, 
])(‘rsist in disguised fornis” in oiu- midst, and they are ktvmly alivo 
to the necessity of reinforcing that, growing disapproval which, he 
tells ns, is already ht'giiming to b('. expressed “ of those who marry 
for money or position,” ^I’his disapproval, it may be obsen'ed in 
passing, is exprcs.sed not merely by stndtmts of the past, evolution of 
nnuTiage, who liav(f the quickened sense that is bm*n of knowledge, 
of tin' barbaric character of such alliances, and can appreciate, the 
humiliation of preferring a low'er st.age of culture after a higher one 
has been reached ; but by thousands of men tind women to Avhom 
the, word evolution i,s meaningless or terrifying, who are not aware- that 
marriag)' has had a history, and who rely solely upon their own 
instinctive consciousness of‘‘duty” or personal responsibility to 
soci('ty in tlie luatter. The spectficle of a poor noble presenting 
himself to a we.altliy coal-owner or brewer, and saying to him, in 
fact, though of course not without suitable ‘‘ disguise,” “ Sell me 
your daughter or your ward, and I will sell you my title and posi¬ 
tion ; ” th(i sp('ctaclo of beautiful girls, udiethor home-bred, American, 
or colonial, crying in our market-plac(‘s, “JVly beauty in exchange for 
a name or a fortune ; ” the spectacle of the mothers of marriageable 
daughter toiling and moiling, contriving and intriguing, to barter their 
youth, and often their innocence', for material advantages to which 
the husband, often mature in years and hoary in sin, is regarded 
as a merely unpalatable or unimportant appendage—these melan¬ 
choly spectacles, and others like them, are beginning to inspire a 
dc'gree of abhorrence hitherto nnknowm. They are beginning to be 
viewed—consciously or unconsciously, by evolutionists and orthodox 
alike—not as inevitable concomitants of civilization, bat as relics 
of savagery which eveiy civilization worthy of the name must sooner 
or later^ reimdiate. Another social abuse in connection with mar- 
riagte, in the opinion of many, cries to Heaven for redress, 
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is the difficulty—almost the impossibility—of becoming really 
acquainted before betrothal. The source of this evil is probably 
to be found in our wilful violation of Nature by separating those 
whom sho set in families, almost ft’orn the cradle to the grave, 
enforcing artificial distinctions in the nursery, emphasizing them in 
the schoolroom, carrying on education, recreation, occupation apart, 
until girl and boy, with the best will in the world tO' be comrades 
and helpmc'ots all through life—not in married life only—end by 
looking each on the other not merely as a being of a difterent S(?x, 
but of an entirely different species. The strange entity is approached 
warily, like a fierci^ or coy animal, not like a fellow-human. The 
id(*as, interests, habits of mind, aro so divex’se that to ijnd a common 
meeting-ground is hopciless. And the sense of aloofness and unfarni- 
liarity in the sphere of soul and intellect depresses what intercourse 
there is to a lowe.r plane, and l(?ads to the rash formation of “ snatch ” 
unions, so to speak, the Dead Sea fruit of a monumtary impulse or a 
mistaken fancy. Add to this the prejudices and conventions of 
society, which Ibrbid these two foreign and farondu's denizens of two 
alien planets to associate on tewms of anything approaching to 
intimacy without malicious aspersions or embarrassing innuendoes, 
and it becomes plain that radical and far-reaching social reform is 
required before such a consummation as a true human marriage can. 
be expecti'd to take place oftener than once or twice in a decade. 
And, hopelessly debarred from beginning at the right end—the 
communion of spirit, the community of mterest, the fellowship and 
friendship of heart and understanding which make “ the sequel 
pure ”—our youths and maidens blunder and flounder into ignoble 
and unequal wedlock, and, 

“ Beginning at the sequel, know no inoro.” 

In its character of a religious ordinance, conventional marriage 
strikes tho ri'foi*mcrs as bi-ing altogetlu'r out of harmony with the 
best thought of tho agi*. In proportion as their ,view of mannago 
has become nobler, a ceremony which, like the Church of England 
marriage service, thrusts into prominence that which, with all 
refined, self-respecting, reverent, and humaixe minds, constitutes 
the “ sequel,” bolstering up tho old degrading Catholic fallacy that 
whereas virginity is blessed, marriage is expedient merely—^jars 
and estranges them. Still more emphatically do they repudiate 
the view taken in the Anglican “Eorm of Solemnization of 
Matrimony ” of the mutual relations of husband and wife. That 
which the law has done and still does with the perhaps excus¬ 
able cynicism of a secular power, they shudder to see the priest 
doing, with the^ sanction, as he believes, of the AU-just and All- 
merciful—relegating, that is, one of tho adult contracting parties, 
whose hands and lives he is joining, to a position of acknowledged 
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inferiority, of perpetual nonage, and of humiliating subjection. If 
they deprecate the “ religions ” service which, contemplating the 
“ causes for which matrimony was ordained,” places last, as a mere 
after-thought, instead of first, with overwhelming honours, the primary 
cause, “ the mutual society, help and comfort, that the one ought to 
have of the other; ” if they recoil from the service wdiich, on the 
ignorant assumption that mai-riage is “ a remedy against sin,” de¬ 
liberately encourages legalized iniquity, such as cannot here be speci¬ 
fied in the terms which are alone appropriate to it ;* not less sternly, 
less indignantly, do they reject a service which, in the name of God, 
lleligion, Church, affixes the seal of sanctity to tin? despotic rule of 
the man, while it affixes the stigma of slavery for evermore on the 
brow of the w’oman. The words “ obedience,” “ submission,” 
“ reverence,” “ subjection,” again and again re])e.ated in the exhorta¬ 
tions to the wife; the weak and illogical recommendations to the 
husband to “ worship ” and “ honour ” the person wdiom he is all the 
while implicitly enjoined to treat as the most despicable object in 
creation—a grown-up child, or, the most pitiable—a semi-idiot—these 
blots on the Church’s formal exposition of the responsibilities attach¬ 
ing to marriage are the more repugnant to believers in Justice, in 
Liberty, and in Jjove, that they are the conscientious handiwork of 
believers in God. And the more sacrntnontal raai-riage has become, 
for such, the more sacrilegious does “ religion ” appear in its purblind 
efforts to cleanse what is di'filed with a ceremony, to consecrate what 
is unworthy with a formula, and to ]icrpetuato what is barbaric with 
a quotation fi'om St. Paul. Men have still to leani,” says a high 
authority on the physiological as well as the ethical aspect of the 
mattt'r, “ that women do not givt^ themselves in marriage, but take 
the man in marriage. The radical heresy which has prevailed from 
St. Paul onward, must be persistently and unflinchingly combated. 
The Catholic Church, which has so logically formulated this sexual 
heresy, still holds the Protestant world in subjection to it.” And, 
thoroughly convinced of the truth of this assertion, the marriage 
reformers, whatever their private religious beliefs, are prepared to do 
battle on the lines laid down in it for a marriage ceremony, which 
shall be genuinely religious in the sense of being just and equal and 
righteous, pure and elevated and spiritual. 

But between this attitude of mind and the attitude of mind which, 
because a particular ceremony displeases, scouts ceremony altogether, 
or because legal bonds may bo formal or unequal, will have no legal 
tie at all; or because certain social practices are barbaric and 
corrupt, would blindly substitute other practices even more suggestive 
of backward stages, long ago sloughed by the higher types of 
mankind—betw'een these two ways of looking at the marriage 

‘ Sec Mrs. CalrcTs nrticlo, ^'Marriage;” Westminstkk Review for August, 

p. 



Marriage Rejection and Marriage Reform. 373 

question there is nn impassable chasm. The distiiMjtiqn is a vital 
one, and cannot be insisted upon too strongly or defined too clearly. 
The position of the marriage-reformers, briefly stated, is this. Whiln 
yielding to no marriage-rejector of them all in impatience of effet<e 
laws, in repugnance for obsolescent customs, in hostility to irrele¬ 
vant ecclesiastical pretensions, they are, at the same time, unalterably 
fixed in their resolve to allow no tampering with the principle of 
legal marriage itself—that is, with the solemn official ratification by 
the State of the life-choice of every man and woman whom, in the 
present, impulse or interest—in the future, as they trust, ever more 
and more Love only—have joined together. 

It is now time to endeavour briefly to reply to the question, On 
which side is tlu? trutli, or, more accux’atoly, the larger proportion of 
truth ? Are those wlio repudiate marriage altogether, or those who 
desire to modify it, in tin', right ? Will the deliberate verdict of the 
future be given in favour of marriage-rejection or of marriage-reform ? 
Enough has probably been said to show that, in the opinion of the 
present writer, the mari'iage-reformers have incomparably the stronger 
case. We have seen that the rupture of both divisions with traditional 
conceptions of the institution has its roots in a noble discontent, and 
is, in the main, indicative, not of anarchy and disorder, but of progress 
towards a higher form of raonogamic union. With both the motive for 
revolt has bt'on detestation of the spirit which still exalts the “ union by 
law ” over the “ union by affection,” and both are alike characterized 
by a fine human perception of what it is which alone constitutes 
marriage, and by a laudable resolve that the essence of the marriage 
bond shall not continue to bo subordinated to the form. But, in 
the illustrations taken almost at random from recent literature of 
the modern tendency to marriage-rejection, wo have also seen what 
are the inevitable consequences of the total surrender of the legal 
contract. “ When we do not love any more, we can say good¬ 
bye,’^ says Miss Schreiner’s heroine. “ Love should have the 
birthright of his wings,” says Mi*. Austin’s hero. Why should 
two persons be bound together for life ? asks Mr. Karl Pearson; and 
why, asked an anonymous writer, evidently of weight, not long since 
in the columns of a newspaper, should not temporary conixections bo 
formed, sans peur ct sans rcjyroche^ by mutual consent of adult’porsons 
who prefer them to the restrictions of marriage ? Instances might 
be multiplied indefinitely, but the foregoing are sufficient to show that, 
however unimpeachable the central principle of the marriage-rejectors 
may be—^the principle, namely, that it is love which is the essence 
of marriage—the corollaries they draw from it are perilously unsound, 
whether regarded from the point of view of individual morality, of 
the furtherance of the commonweal, or of the progress of the race 
towards the true sexual relation. It may be conceded at once that 
in an ideal community—a Utopia where every man and every 
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woman should be instinctively prudent in choice and unalterably 
constant in devotion—the marriage-contract, like every other bind¬ 
ing agreement entered into for purposes of less moment, might be 
abolished without harm. But even in such a community—even in 
a community where the word of every citizen, without exception, 
should bo as go^ \ as his bond, where fraud and dishonour should 
be unknown, and where there should bo no occasion to take count 
of a disorderly and unscrupulous minority—even here it is scarcely 
conceivable that a step of such supreme, importance to the State as 
well as to the individual as marriage should ever bo permitted 
to become a private and personal matter merely. Because, in 
such a community no unions would, (.'■ Iii/pufhesi, bo made, but 
“ unions by affection;” because in a socii*ty composed entirely of 
men and women of honour and probity, deception and desertion, 
neglect of parental responsibilities, and so forth, would bo unheard 
of, it would not follow that an act so tremendous as the ombarking 
upon a permanent and exclusive life-partnership would ever cease to 
bo a public act, performed “ before Cod and this company”—sanc¬ 
tioned by the 8tato, and attested by a cloud of witnesses. The 
sheer momentousness of the step—unless we are to assume conditions 
of exislenco and of character totally opposed to our present know¬ 
ledge and really unimaginable—would demand a public function of 
corresponding solemnity; the very laws of expression—quite apart 
from the question of legal obligations—woidd seem to require an 
oflice of a sacramental character, a majestic outward utterance of 
a transcendent spiritual experience. 

So much for an ideal future. But as things arc, and as things 
are likely for scores of generations to remain, making oveiy possible 
allowance for the beneficent operation of all civilizing and humaniz¬ 
ing agencies, and assuming a rate of moral progress considerably 
more rapid than the past warrants, what rashness, what recklessness, 
does this trifling with legal marriage appear! What blindness does 
it appear not to see that, in the actual state of society, to throw dis¬ 
credit upon marriage is not to progress, but to relapse, by leaps and 
bounds, into bygone levels of civilization—not to enthrone some¬ 
thing higher than marriage, but to put a premium on all the less 
m^blo, the less stable instincts, and to let loose those forces of dis¬ 
order which—until the millennium—will always foi’m the grim and 
menacing background of individual and of collective human life! 
The Lucifers, the Lyndalls, do not contemplate disorder; they con¬ 
template a purified monogamy; but out of their own mouth they 
are condemned. While genuinely aspiring to what is progressive, 
they are, in practice, we find, inculcating what is barbaric; we find 
on their Iqis the very doctrines of “ free love; ” we find in their 
hearts—^pertops ancon sdously to themselves—a latent disbelief in 
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“lasting choice,” a secret conviction tliat if Love is to^retain ‘-the 
birthright of his wings,” it is that he may us(! them. 

And, if we turn to the practical, as distinguished from tlm 
theoretical rejectors of marriage ; if we turn to those courageous 
pioneers—so they have deemed themselves—who have dared to shape 
their lives in accordance with this modem tendmicy to disparage the 
legal bond, and have, as it were on principle, defied opinion and 
eschewed marriage—what do we find ? Wo find, in one word— 
failure. Wo find long periods of inward questioning and conflict; 
grave crises of remorse and resolves of lifijlong (*xpiation; we 
find suffering wliieh is not (juite tlie hallowed suffering of the martyr 
to truth; finally, wo find confession of error, made sometimes in a 
very practical way. A typical instance will occur at oJice in the- 
domestic history of one whoso attilnde towards ihe marriago-tie has 
done more to unsettle the mt)ra]ity (in tho technical sense) of our 
time than it is easy to state williout tlie ap[)oavjinco of exaggeration. 
The details of that hisfoiy we do not know—perhaps wo mwer shall 
know; tho abow may not be in I'VtM-y ])articLilar an accurato picture 
of the mental ('xpmience of the great novelist whose works have 
hifluenccd her generation only less profoundly than her personal 
example is inlluenciug it; but wo are probably justified in inferring 
from the meagre public records which exist that, in outliuo at least, 
it represents somefliing not fixr from the triitli. CJeorgi? Eliot, it is 
evident to those who rend between the lines of tho Life., made a 
solemn resolve that the teachings of her books should more than 
countervail tho stumbling-block afforded by tho spectacle of her 
irregular union, and should show, indirectly, that althongh licr 
principles of action might be beyond tho grasp of her con(emporari(*s, 
at least they woro not incompatible with an exalted sense of right, 
and a well-nigh fanatic devotion to duty. Unfortunately, the pathetic 
enterprise has failed of its effect. It is tho lesson of ihe life—not of 
the writings—that is easiest learned in these days of ruthless 
publicity, and of the rigid, logical deterrainatiou to estimate, men and 
women not by what they preach, but by what they arc; and it is 
obviously the behaviour of George Eliot herself rather than the 
behaviour of her creations—of Dinali or Komola or Dorothea or 
Fedalma—which is moulding the ethical views of, at least, the 
younger section of her disciples. That she saw and lamented her 
error, that her writings deprecate it, that her painful clinging 
throughout life to the terras “ husband,” “ wife,” was an indirect 
admission of it, and her marriage, as life was closing, a final recanta¬ 
tion of it—all this is less apparent to many than tho fact that in 
earlier days she, the pure, the lofty, ay, the religious moralist, 
regarded the legal ceremony with indifference. Time and experience 
alone can counteract the fatal impulse imparted by her to tho anti- 
marriage declines of the day* That they will counteract it those 
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are bound to believe who hold that marriage-reform, not matriage- 
rejection, must be the note of any progress which deserves the name; 
that the legal ceremony, so far from being repudiated, must be 
increasingly held in honour with the spread of moral enlightenment; 
and that the thesis of Kant will become ever more and more axio¬ 
matic : No union between the sexes is permissible, “ except subject 
to the conditions of a particular legal contract (marriag(‘) in wdiich 
event two persons become mutually obligt'd to one anotlier.” 

A word in conclusion upon the subject of divorce. “ Increased 
facilities for obtaining a divorce,” according to Mr. Herbert Spencer, 
already suggest coming “ reprobation of marital relations in wliich 
the union by affection has been dissolved ”—that is to say, the 
marriage of the future, or whatev(‘r may be its equivalent, will not 
merely arise, out of affection, but will cease the moment that affection 
ceases. Love, if Mr. Spencer’s forecast be correct, is on the high¬ 
road to being formally endowed with the birthright of his wings. 
We are, to be sure, consoled with the reflection that by the time this 
state of things is reached, other changes will, imri have taken 

place which will minimize its dangers. “ TJie higher sentiments 
accompanying union of the sexes,” Avhich have been slowly maturing 
throughout the ages, may, wo are rmninded, ‘‘ be expected to develop 

still more.So that the changes wdiich may further facilitate 

divorce under certain conditions, are changes which will make* those 
conditions more and more rare.” Ill-assorted unions, wo are pre¬ 
sumably to understand, will seldom take place ; coiijugal tragedies 
will bo of less fretiuent occurrence; permanent marriage will be a 
habit, and a tendc r loyalty an instinct. 

All this may be true, and yet it may also be true that divorce is, 
in principle, incompatible with the true monogaraic idea, and will bo 
viewed with less favour as the higher sentiments develop and man¬ 
kind advances towards the human marriage ideal. Already there are 
signs of reaction against the divorce mania which, in some countiues, 
threatens the actual existence of the family, and makes marriage a 
byword. The truth is being forced upon us that divorce menus 
practically the relief of the few at the expense of the well-being of 
the many—the sacrifice of the State (which exists thrmigh the family) 
to the personal comfort of individuals. The modern spirit of revolt 
under discomfort, of impatience of suffering—even when notoriously 
self-caused—has hitherto, blinded us to the clear duty of enduring 
private misfortune in the interest of the community, as well as to the 
madness of resorting to legal remedies for ills which only the gradual 
education of the race to nobler conceptions of its sex-relations can 
legitimately remove. While this education is proceeding, it is 
obvious that individuals will suffer, and suffer grievously. But that 
is ihe ineludiblo law of progress. And the sum of misery will 
probably bo leos where men and women are accustomed to regard 
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marriage as indifesoluble than where its dissolubility at will fosters 
the more frivolous—too often the more criminal—forms of passion. 
It is scarcely conceivable that in a future which we are led to believe 
will differ happily from the present in the rarity of its loveless 
unions, the few ^yill not learn altruism enough to acquiesce in their 
personal privations rather than risk the stability of what—in a pro¬ 
founder sense than the world has known as yet—^they will regard as 
the sacrament oE marriage. Is it not Tolstoi who, in his re-state¬ 
ment of the “ second commandment ” of Jesus, has uttered the 
watchword of the future ? “ Let every man have one wife and 

every woman one husband. No libertinage and no divorce.” 

Elizahetii Rachel Chapman. 
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COMPULSORY EMIGRATION. 


To any one dwelling in the (juietude of colonial life it becomes of 
great interest to watch from afar the ebullition of social movement 
in lilngland; involuntarily the bystander Avondcrs if there is not 
“ hell-broth ■’in that seething caldron. The cry, that tlie motive 
power which causes the riots and Socialist meetings which have 
lately taken place, has its origin in an effort of the criminal classes 
to provoke ternporaiy disorder, is an explanafion which deceives no 
one except those who wish to be deceived; a very natural curiosity 
filling the mind, not on the (question whether some great trouble will 
or will not happen, but as to n'hcn it will happen. The regiments 
of Life Guards and divisions of police, with which the political 
safety-valve is wcighti'd, fail to gain a high degree of confidence to 
those wlio regard the State; machineiy with unprejudiced eyes. As 
one of many ihonsands in the Colonies who love Ihiglaud well, and 
do not wish to sec the great principle of Imperial policy thwarted 
by any “disease of the heart” of the Cmpire, I may, perhaps, be 
pardoned for attempting to show a possible way in which danger 
may be avei’ted. 

Given, a limited area and a continually increasing population, 
what is the remedy against poverty, growing into disorder, and 
tending to catastrophe? I can see but two courses possible to 
follow: one is JMalthusianism, the other Emigration. Of Malthus¬ 
ianism T shall say little; it is a subject beset with prejudices of 
many kinds, and indeed is only fitted for the guidance of men 
under the control of reason, a condition to which the mass of man¬ 
kind are far from having attained. That a man who, on a fixed 
wage, is struggling hard to keep a wife and one or two children, 
should become povei’ty-strickon when he has half a dozen more 
infants to provide with food and clothing, seems to me a proposition 
perfectly incontrovertible; nor do I understand why somewhat of 
that sexual abstinence which is exalted into a vii*tue for unmarried 
persona should be considered as contemptible for a wedded pair. 
As this, the only efiectual mode of touching the question of over¬ 
population is practically out of couri;,” I will consider the sdter- 
native (in itself a temporary palliative), that of emigration. 

“ Tli-.* Siorse di^p in his veins ” is the explanation one constantly 
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hears given concerning the roving habits o£ Englishmen. This 
does not affect his colonizing tendencies, because that moving drop 
in the blood of Britain’^ sea-kings brought them home again after 
their long journc'yiixgs across the foam. Something moi’o is needed 
to explain the reason why home, friends, almost all that makes life 
valuable, is loft beJand, and the uncertainties of a novel existence in 
a fon'ign country encountered. The reason, stern and unpoetical, 
is that, in the majority of case's, the colonist has been starved out 
of the mother country. Sufficient has been left to hini of means 
whei’eby h('. nuiy undertake the journey, and the I'esult, in almost 
every instance, is coiuparativo success. There is left behind him, 
however, a vast multituch*, who either liave not the means to emi¬ 
grate, or lack thc! knowledge of the good to be gained thereby; and 
this midtiliuh*. of the unwise and the unha])py produces the social 
ferinenli which we call “disorder among the dangerous classes.” 
AVhih^ conceding that they are tlu' darjgcrous classes (that is, to 
owners of yn-operty), we must not- forget the inunense latent power 
for good which lies within them; this misdirected poteiicy being 
acknowledged even by the fear of their ability to do mischief. If, 
by changing the ('iivironnient, we can turn these dangerous atoms 
of society into constituents whereby the body politic can be nourished, 
surely the effort, oven if it has to be a gigantic effort, is worthy of 
trial. It may seem trivial to use such a well-worn ai’gument as a 
plea for emigration, but the gist is in the expression, “ a gigantic 
effort,” and it is of this that I wish to sjieak. However success¬ 
ful colonization has Ijcen in regard to results achiev'ed, the scanty 
dribbling outtlow in the past has failed to remove the peril camsed 
by the plethora of human IjJ'ings in (Iivat Britain, (.'an a greater or 
more systematic effort be made ? Whither shall tlu' stream flow ? I 
believe that the attempt must one day bt' made, at any cost; and 
tlxe direction I w'ould point out is towards the. beautiful untrodden 
lauds of the South Sea Islands. 

Before describing the, fitness of thc Pacific islands as a homo for 
the sous and daughters of England, I will treat on the practicability 
of the arrangement of “ compulsory colonies.” The idea which will 
suggest itself to every reader at first is that any compulsion for such 
a purpose would be a direct infringement of the liberty of the 
subject and the rights of citizenship. That there woidd he a tem¬ 
porary curtailment of such rights is certain, but there is the old 
choice only, between a lesser evil and a greater. What rights docs 
the man who cannot earn sufficient food in England possess, except 
the rights either to starve or to be supported by the industry of 
others ? Individual liberty is, even now, curbed in many directions, 
made subsidiary to the more urgent demand for the benefit of the 
whole community. If this compulsion of the individual should be 
so far extended as^.to force him, when he cannot obtain work or 
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bread, to remove himself to some place where labour is needed and 
food plentiful, such pressure would not seem altogether unjustifiable. 
With all that modem science has done for the prolongation of life 
and the preservation of the weakly, this “ survival of the unfittest ” 
proves itself a small boon to that portion of our race with whom life 
has become a curse instead of a blessing, and tlie, feeble are left to 
cumber tin? arms and entangle the footsteps of men fighting madly 
for broad. 

If I wished to pusli my proposal to the extreme, I would suggest 
that certain over-populated parishes or districts should be “ pro- 
claimed,” and the inhabitants removed to far-off colonies. I’liis 
course I do not ]wetend to advt^cate : although, if I wished to do so, 
I might cite at least one historical example in the Bi'itish Isles : that 
of the removal of the Highlanders by whole tribes to the bleak 
shores of Nova Scotia. That course, which was permitted by law to 
bo taken at the whim of individual landowners (whoso title to the 
tribal lands was very doubtful), may be pleaded as an excuse for 
discussing a possible like action as a State necessity in Ihe time of 
great national danger. The course I would suggest is, that a serai- 
compulsory formation of colonial settlements be considered, based on 
the following lines: although, if the idea be entertained, the details 
could be widely amended. A Parliamentary Commission should be 
appointed, with powers to investigsite (by many sub-committees) and 
report upon the condition of the densely crowded centres; then to 
draft out all those individuals and families (keeping parish(*s or 
districts together) whose net earnings fall below a financial zero at 
which it is possible to provide good and suflicient nourishment. 
The Commission would work hand in band with the police, avoiding 
all unnecessary otfensive publicity. When the complement of persons 
suflBoient to form the labour-stratum of the new colony had been 
decided on and secured, arrangements should be made for attracting 
a certain number of men (with decided preference for those with 
families), having trades and professions: so many butchers, bakers, 
shipwrights, engineers, &c., as "would seem desirable. To these 
some weekly or monthly remuneration should be offered towards 
their subsistence, beyond what they may acquire by practice of their 
trades and professions. In all cases, both of skilled and unskilled 
labour, provision would have to be made to secure their sustentation 
and their tuition in the new work of colonial life, for the first few 
years. To a higher class still, a greater inducement should be held 
out—viz., the honours and dignities appertaining to the administra¬ 
tion of governmental and departmental offices, in the wider field 
opened for their intellectual energies on unbroken ground; they 
being relieved^ from the pressure of their own class competing (as in 
every other, class) for the few prizes obtainable. Although much of 
the prejudice in the minds of English workmen against the Austra- 
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lian colonics is dying away, thanks to the spread of education and 
the efforts of the public press, there can be no doubt that the 
manner in which some of these colonies were formed by convict 
settlement has had a most deterrent effect upon immigration hither. 
The notion of being what he calls “ transported ” to the colonies, or 
even of being cast out like workhouse refuse, is insupportable to the 
badly nourished but mdei)eudcnt-minded labourer. Could ho see 
his “ betters,” the men to whom he has look(?d up all his life, going 
with him to redeem the wilderness, the feeling of pariahship would 
disapp(>ar, and ho \voiild bo easily reconciled. The ancient colonies 
were thus formed, by a .sort of semi-compulsion (many of them as 
military .settlements, Uomnania bi'ing an (‘xamplo of success)—at all 
events, under political pres.snre, which, whetlior exei’cised by the 
will of a monarch or of a diunocracy, sent out men of all classes, 
and did not depend on the dribbling lealcage of population overflow. 

The drafting out of thousands of families, their removal to distant 
lands, and the nursing of the new colonies at the. outset, would 
necessitate the expenditure of a large sum of money, 'i’his fund 
cannot be raised except under the pressure of full conviction of a 
gi-oat danger imminent. If that danger shbuld be acknowledged, 
and an effort made to neutralizfi it, the money must be raised by a 
“ forced loan ” on capital and income ; probably amounting to an 
insignificant percentage on the immense wealth of England, and 
only justifiable on the plea of teraporaialy ceding a part lest the 
w'lioK' should be imperilled when ent.nisted to the tender mercies of 
tho “ red flag.” Temporary, because the money so invested, 
increased tenfold, would return to the jnother-country by countless 
chanmds. “ llie trade follows the flag ”—say rather, “ follows the 
tongue.” With every colony planted by Englishmen, bearing tho 
certainty of success within it from the fact of being so planted hy 
the race of unfailing colonists, the i)olitical as well as tho commercial 
influence of Britain is widened. I’hore is no link of fraternity so 
close as that of common speech and common ancestry : although the 
fierc(? fighting of England and America in the War of Independence 
may seem to offer an example to the contrary, no one can bo with 
Engli.sh and Americans in the society of foreigners without being 
impressed by the fact that communication which needs no interpreter 
between the speakers constitutes a bond of union which makes the 
flag flying overhead a matter of small importance. While consider¬ 
ing the financial side of the question, we must not forget that there 
would be a gain in the avoidance of much present loss through 
“ strikes,” &c. When mills and costly machinery stand idle week 
after week, not only are the workmen, by dragging out existence 
on the pay from trades unions, “ eating the head off” the wages 
gained in the days df employment, but capital is devouring itself; 
and has no sheaves to show at eventide. That which can remove 
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the cause of strife between employer and employed will be a 
blessing for both capital and labour ; the slight rise in wages being 
balanced by the greater s('curity of property, the lessened poor-rate, 
the new markets opened across the seas, and the free breathing- 
room for those who are h'ft behind. There are few instances in 
history where the wealth or ])ower of a great nation has been 
lessened by the sending out of her swarms to hive afar. 

The proposal to remove, the inhabitants of whole parishes in over- 
crow'dcd centres, and an attempt to keep together (at any cost) the 
members of families, must be considered also as affecting beneficially 
the social (|uostion as it regards the present numerical inequality of 
the sexes. The process of colonization as it has been hitherto carried 
out has had the result of causing a steady exodus of men, and mostly 
of young and able-bodied men. The brothers leave their sisters 
behind, and the effect is shown, not only by the statistical accounts 
of the overplus of women, but, to the observant eye?, in many ways 
cruel to notice. One of these is the compulsory entrance of women 
into competition with men in the fields of business and labour; each 
successful female competition, by ousting a niah^ breadwinner, 
destroying the chance of another woman obtaining a home and the 
protection of marriage. Could the girls of a family accompany the 
boys to the foreign home, the surplus of males noticeable in young 
colonies would disappear, and the disappointed or overworked women 
of elder communities lose their importance as factors in the State 
question. Much of the hardship to the men would also bo amelior¬ 
ated could they carry with them the refining influences of home life. 
It is difficult for any English person, who knows England only, to 
understand the desolation of soul, the w'eary exile-feeling, which 
comes upon a young emigrant who leaves behind him relatives, 
friends, books, flowers, music, «&c., and is condemned to the solitude, 
mental .and physical, in Avhich the years pass over him on the wide 
plains of Australia or in the vast forests of New Zealand. As the 
colony Ix'comes more thickly peopled, the solitude disappears, and a 
culture evolves itself which adorns the outer husk of life; but if 
that state of society, which the course of many generations has pro¬ 
duced in England, could be introduced at the very beginning of a 
new settlement, there would be the gain of a century to the young 
nation’s intellectual progress, and the sum of happiness to the indi¬ 
vidual be enormously increased. I have never yet spoken on the 
subject to any colonist who did not acknowledge that for the first 
year or two the desire to return to the home country was very great; 
but, as the days w'ent on, he learnt, if not to forget the old, to love 
the now land passing well. Thus it is that, as a necessaiy, though 
seemingly hard^ measure of restriction, under “ compulsory emigra¬ 
tion,’^ Aoh.idloerof the return or absened from the colony for 

the first few^yews (say three) of any of the new settlers, except 
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under permission, difficult to obtain, from those having control of 
public affairs; then only in matters of life and death, or involving 
great interests. 

That those inhabitants of our colonies who are’not capitalists 
would object to the introduction of special settlements composed of 
men immigrating compulsorily is certain ; nor do I think that such 
communities could be introduced into districts already peopled with¬ 
out grave injustice. The reduction of the rate of wages which would 
be caused by competition with men accustomed to work at starva¬ 
tion rates would introduce a state of affairs similar to that left at 
home, and would be a wrong to those who have, unassisted, bomo 
the burden and heat of the early colonial day. But in the British 
colonies there are great tracts of unoccupied land, wdiich could be 
obtained for small sums from the respective goveniments, where an 
isolation more or less brief could be enforced until the newcomers 
w'ere fitted to share the ordinary work and rewards of the general 
population.. It is, how'ever, not to colonies aU-eady formed that I 
believe the movement should be directed, but to new and untried 
lands. Of these there are many in Asia, Africa, and America, emi¬ 
nently suitable for occupation; the difficulties in the way of acquiring 
thcira, and there rearing flourishing communities, being only diffi¬ 
culties which Englishmen "would meet to overcome. The most 
desirable direction for the stream to take is, in my opinion, towards 
the islands of the South Seas. 

That emigration, whether voluntary, semi-voluntary, or w’holly 
compiilsoiy, would find in the Pacific islands a magnificent field for 
enterprise, there can be small room for doubt. 

Little is known of these islands by the working bees of England, 
except that they are far away, and that they are inhabited by savages. 
The question of the distance is nothing in these days of fleet steamers, 
the “ ocean greyhounds the savages are a mere burden of the 
imagination. The Polynesian islanders are, in very few cases, the 
equals of their brothers in New Zealand, so far as their fighting pro¬ 
clivities are concerned; and we Europeans find it perfectly possible 
to live here with the few Maori inhabitants in the most perfect good¬ 
will and brotherhood, now that we understand each other, and the 
power of mischief-makers has been destroyed. Arrangements of the 
most satisfactoiy character could be easily made with the natives of 
those South Sea islands which are populated. The Melanesians and 
Papuans are more difficult peoples to deal with, but consideration, 
firmness, and kindness win their way in New Guinea or Eiji as well 
as in Barotonga or Hawaii;. the experiment might be confined to 
the thousand islands of the Polynesians proper for a long time. To 
the educated reader the mention of the islands brings recollection of 
Byron's beautiful defScription in his poem of “ The Island,” and, still 
better known, the lines of the Laureate:— 
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“ Larger constcllalionR burning, mellow moons and happy skies, 
Breadths of tropic shade and palms in cluster, knots of paradise. 

“ Never comes the trader, never’floats the European flag. 

Slides the bird o’er lustrous woodland, hangs the trailer from the crag. 

“ Droops the heavy-blossomed flower, hangs the heavy-fruited tree. 
Summer isles of Kdon lying in dark j)urple spheres of sea.” 

This conception is a wonderfully faithful one, only failing in tlio 
utter inadequacy of words to depict the loveliness of some of these 
“ isles of Kdon.” To turn from tlie inspired lines of the poet to 
the prose of one who was (alas! better acquainted with the 

Pacific, its islands audits islanders, than j)eThaps any other pcTson has 
been, I will quote a few words ‘ in illustration of the feelings eujoyt^d 
by those in occupation of the islands conceding the beautiful home 
W’hich awaits the enterprising voyager. As these lands W(jre at the 
beginning of the century, so are they to-day, practically unvisited 
and uncolonijfied:— 

“ There is a charm .about this kind of ocenjKition {Jxche-de.-mer fishing) 
which tho dwellers in tho Babel of civilization might bo at a loss to com¬ 
prehend— .an elasticity of spirits arising fi-om the consciousness of perfect 
liberty and absolute release from all conventional restv.aint, a total oblivion 
of all debts and <lntie.s, .and entii-e exemption from any form of mental 
anxiety. There is a certtiin amount of re.aaon in this. T'o spend one’s 
days in a rock-bound haven, where tho waters are etern.ally at rest, no 
matter what storms may raise tho sea which I’olls outside the coral barrier; 
to nin about barefoot upon silvery sands, whore tho cool sea-hreeze all the 
year round conquers the sultriness of the tropic sunshine; to pad<lle about 
upon the still waters of a calm Ijigoon, whoso linq)id waves disj)lay beneath 
them an infinity of strange and beautiful forms; to sleei) softly and to 
dream sweetly, sung to rest by tho ceaseless sounding of the distant sea 
and nistlingof the night-wind among tho feathery palms ; to know'nothing 
of what is going on in the outer >vovld, and to caro as little; to have no 
ideas beyond thoso included within the horizon of vision ; to climb to the 
summit of some lofty tree, and to see at one glance all which constitutes 
for ourself tho material universe—to wit, a calm, green lake, a circlet of 
verdant islets and snow-white sandy beaches, a coral reef bathed in a sheet 
of dazzling foam, and, outside of all, the vast circle of the restless ocesm, 
more intensely blue from contrast with the cloudless sky, with nothing to 
relieve its monotomy but, maybe, the rainbow spume of some spouting 

whaleflsh, or the glancing pinions of the lone sea birds.Let us take, 

for instance, the incidents of one day on some desert isle like Gaspnr Rico, 
Peregtino, or Palmerston. Beginning with tlm dark hour just before the 
dawn, the stars are shining witli an intense biilliancy, reflected on the 
steel-bright surface of the calm lagoon. The sandy pathways seem like 
snow. The heavy forest of towering palms, and banyans, interlocked with 
trailing vines, assumes weird and fantastic shapes, and sdiows a black out¬ 
line against the clear blue sky; under their dark shadows twinkle in¬ 
numerable points of light, the lamps of great glowworms and luminous 
gniba. The trade wind moans among the forest leaves, and mingles its 
musio with the hollow roar of the surf that rolls upon the coral reef. 
There are sounds of life, too, in the sombre shades—a sound from time to 

^ This quotattob is taken froqa. a. report cn the South Sea Islands, by H. B. Stem- 
dale, for the i»w jZetihmd OoMernment, in 1684. To avoid notes, and citing many 
different bat ceru^iative anthtHrs, I quote Sterndale only in this paper. 
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time as of blows w'ith a pickaxe. Tn such a spot one might imagine it to 
bo pirates who flelve for liidden treasure, or murilerers digging graves; 
but it is tli« ‘ knoviii,’ the ‘ nguvsile ’ (the great land«crab of the flesoi-t 
isles)—he is breaking a cocoa-nut for his morning meal. - When the grey 
dawn gliininex's in the east, the sea-birds flap their wings, and cry one to 
another from the lofty boughs. As the light increases, they qxiit their 
roosts, and fly away to .seek their living on the se.a. They go swiftly and in 
long lino.s dead to windward, for they know that when they i-eturn they will 
bo w’eary and loiuled with fish for their young one.s, .so they will want a 
fair wind home. Presently evidences of human existence become apparent 
in the solitude. Amongst a little cluster of })alm-]oaf huts brcwiks forth a 
gabbling of tongues, ami dusky figures Ciirrying glowing fire-brands p-o-ss 
from one <1 welling to another. Men in the costume of the Grecian 
.sfcitiios, and women half-covered by their hair, trot down the sandy 
pathways to bathe in the cold lagoon. They meet others by the way, and 
exchange civilitie.s : ‘ Txma Korua ! ’ ‘ Keke oxili Kaina; ’ they make no 
ixunark about the weather; it is not their habit, the seasons undergo 
so little change in these bles.sod latitudes. When the glorious sun rise.s 
over the sea and lights up the woodland with his golden beams, there 
is a sound of .axes in the fore.st: the men are cutting logs to keep 
up the fires beneath their smoking fish. Then the women uncover the 
Maori ovens, and spread out the “ kai ” rolled up in palm-loaves and nicely 
done brown; li.shes of all sorts, and fat cockles, and gannets’ eggs, and 
perhaps a great tiirtlo Imked in his armour, and huge land-crabs, and roasted 
nuts, and many gexod things. When all have eaten, they stow .away what 
remain.s, .and wash up the dishes while the men collect their gear, knives, 
.an«l baskets, and fish spears, and lines, and gourds of water. One or two 
remain .at homo to watch the smoking, and by the lime the sun is level with 
the crown of the palms, the rest launch the bo.at and spread the tall brown 
.sail, and steer for some distant cay or coml shoal, where they spend the day 
in light labour, which is to them mere sport, tumbling about like nereids in 
the clear, cool water, wandering about upon the mos.sy reef, laughing and 
skylarking as they gather the slimy slug and spear the fish among the 
stones; until early in the afternoon, when they i-cturn to their little settle¬ 
ment, where some clean and cook the beche-ile-vter, while the rest go to pro¬ 
viding food. And by the time they get their suppei-s it is night; then they 
make fires and spre.ad mats between them, and lie down and tell tales of 
phantom ships, and of ghosts and tupakos, and of impossible adventui'cs 
and voyages to wonderful islands, and they sing songs, and the musician 
plays upon the pandean pipes and a shark-skin drum, <anrl they get up and 
dance upon the smooth white s.and by the light of the broad white moon 
until the night is far .spent, when they all go to rest, to awake again at 
dawn with the sea-birds—just as happy and sis innocent in their lives as they.'* 

A beautiful picture of free, buoyant life: it seems almost dese¬ 
cration to place such portraiture of what man once was beside the 
terrible scenes which meet our gaze in the overcrowded dens of 
“ civilized ” towns; but, alas! the kindly, handsome race of the fair 
Polynesian is passing away. To whom shall their heritage fall ? 

But beauty, important as it is to true mental culture, is not the 
most weighty consideration in regard to a field for colonization. The 
first question to be answered is in regard to the climate. “ Can 
fjnglishmen live and work there ? ” The reply is, that these islands, 
although they extend their groups over many degrees of latitude, are 
in most cases under a warmer sun than that to which Britons are 
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accustomed in their own home; but not too hot for Europeans to 
dwell under in health and comfort. They will be able to labour for 
themselves— 

“ not exactly as at present the case at Atimoana ami Moorea, where Chinese 
coolies and Kingsuiill savages have been imported in swarms, but a Euro¬ 
pean race will establish themselves upon the land, who will perforin their 
own labour with their own luinds. They will not bo the sickly sort of Papa- 
laiigis, whom one sees now generally throughout Polynesia on mission and 
trading stations, who have reduced themselves to a state of clironic dys¬ 
pepsia by iiersisting in European habits of food and living (ignoring the 
fact of their utter unsuitability to the dwellers in the torrid zone), or who 
kill their livers with alcoliol and then lay the blaino on the climate; but 
men healthy, powerful, bronzed, and hardy, accustomed to paddle their own 
cjinoe, not afraid to look the bhizing sun in tJie face, to iilungo into the foam 
of a l)n*ak('r, or make their way to land on a surf-beaten shore; such men 
as Joir Strickland of Aitutaki, William ^Masters of Palmerston, Eli Jennings 
of Quiros Isle, Harry Williams of ManiJiiki, (ieorge Bieknell of Fannings 
Island, and a vciy great proportion of th(! “ beiu-h-coinbers” who have scat¬ 
tered themselves over the face of the whole coral sea. I’lieso men are not 
emaciated, pale, liVer-disordcrcd, or enervated liy the licat of the climate. 
They are stalwart, smart, and lively. They Jiavc- strength to lift a kedge- 
anchor, and to carry two hundred cocoa-nuts u[>on their sJiouldors out of the 
f«>rests in the heat of the day (and tiiey do it). 'I’lioy climb trees like apes, 
and dive for shell-lish to feed their families, 'fhey wear no shoes, but go 
barefooted at all times on be.-icliesof shai'i> gravel and reefs of prickly coral. 
They gather hcc/ie-de-'riiery or chop wood for whaling ships all through tho 
long tropic day. Sonic of thoso men have as many ius twenty children, with 
huge frames and gi]»sy countenances. Their sons are like bronze statues, 

their daughters moilels of beauty and strength.Tho advantage is 

that of a ell mil te beyond every other conducive to Jicalth and longevity; a 
. perpetual summer of so delightful ii temperature thiit working men of 
Europe or tlio Australhis may tlrero devote themselves to a life of pleasant 
and profitable labour without inconvenience or detriment to their constitu¬ 
tions. In proof of tliis, the traveller may see, at any time, in the Navigators 
and other islands within a few degrees of the equator, Englishmen from 
Australia and New Zealand felling timber in fore.sts sind stripping it into 
planks in saw-pits without sheds or roofs to protect them from the sunshine. 
They do not complain of the heat, and they seldom suffer from sickness, not 
being rnoro liable to it there than elsewhere. Had the islands of the Owib- 
boan Sea iiossessed these conditiofts they would have formed—at least a 
hundred years ago—a congeries of prosperous States, peopled by communities 
of happy, independent, hard-working Europeans, instead of being regarded, 
from their insuflerable sultriness and the deadly miasma carried from the 
neighbouring continent, as the graves of white men.” 

The fertile, teeming soil is now comparatively uncultivated: the 
few and simple articles coveted by natives being obtained from the 
far-between visits of traders, in exchange for pearls, sandaJ-wood, 
cocoa-nuts, h^chc-dc^rtier, &c. There can be no motive for uncivilized 
men to till gi-oimd where food grows in almost inconceivable 
abundance : in some of the islands a man needs only to labour for a 
single iJay in order to plant sufficient food-supplies to support his 
family hin^lf flirpugh the- whole year. It may perhaps be 
uTg»4 thiM^isi^j^tai facility in proeurmg fcod will be the downfall of 
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the new colony: that, like the “ soul-destroying potato,." the yams, 
taro, bread-fruit, so easily grown, will do away with -the incentive 
to exertion, and bring about the early decay of the settlement. 
There is no real reason for believing that such decay will be a neces- 
saiy consequence of the fertility of the soil and the beauty of the 
climate. When avo consider that a great cause of the social uneasi¬ 
ness which 1 mentioned at the commencement of this paper is 
produced by liunger, it seems hard to believe that men of our race 
would rest idly, and not cultivate a vast supply of food-producing 
plants, the ex|)ortation of which would stitle the farnine-cry in 
far-otf cities, and at the same time bring opuhmce to the husband¬ 
man, if, by his own physical exertions, lie could W'in his w'ay to 
fortune—fortmie, not only by pi’oducing the common necessaries of 
life, but by the cultivation of valuable crops, such as coffee, cotton, 
indigo, sugar, tamarinds, tobacco, vanilla, manihot (tapioca), sago, 
aiav)wroot, spices, &c.; an endless nuinb(?r oS- which could be enumer¬ 
ated as llttc'd For tin* climate and the soil. 'I'he food I mentioned 
as growing so prolitically is merely native food ; tlm yams, bamanas, 
plantains, and brc'ad-fruit occupying places heri*after to be filled wdth 
more valuable vegetation. 1 fear there will be little inducement in 
the native fooil, however plentiful, to emigrants who beliiivo in a 
paradise of roast b^ef three times a day—tho.'^e who are able to revel 
in unlx)imded flesh-diet Avill be able to stay at home, but for them no 
compulsoiy emigration is needed. They would certainly be unable 
for .some time to get much beef mid mutton in the South Sea 
settlements, although some of tho islands arc of large size, and do 
not resemble the coral atoll generally delineated in pictures of “ A 
racifio Island." On some of the larger islands a great variety of 
climate can bo secured: the heat of the coast being modified as one 
i*ises towards the higher land of the interior; in otlu;rs, the different 
aspects (mainly as windward and leeward—in the steady trade-winds) 
have varying degrees of humidity and temperature. In regard to 
diet, one in which meat is largely indulged in would be nnsnitable, 
and much too gross for tbeso latitudes, where the more closely the 
habit of eating vegetable food cmi be adhered to (on which the 
natives have reai’ed their \vell-made bodies for centuries) the better. 
The craving for meat dies away after continuiid residence; but, if 
found absolutely indisi>ensable, the colonies could bo easily sxipplied 
from Australia, Now Zealand, or America, with frozen meat, in a far 
cheaper manner than by attempting to rear animals locally. These, 
however, are mere details, and would arrange themselves without 
difficulty. 

A reason, as yet unurged, for these islands soon being taken 
possession of by Europeans, is that another race is making a slow 
but steady advance in this direction. In the Sandwich Islands, 
while the natives are grot^ing fewer year by year, the Chinese already 
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number many thousands ; they are obtaining footing in several of 
the other groups, and it may not be long before the question is 
settled for us in the wrong way. One of tho best of our colonial 
writers and thinkers, Mr. E. Wakefield, has shown, in his clever 
paper, that missionary enterprise in tho Pacific has had a curious and 
unhappy effect: not the missionary work in itself, that being an 
undoubted good in removing much of the savagery formerly prevalent, 
-but in tho peace-making efforts of tho missionaries rendering possible 
the arrival of the Avhite men bearing with thorn an iiriperfoct civil¬ 
ization, a semi-demi-civilization, in tho presence of which the native 
race is fading away: the gentle, beautiful, heathen islanders, 
tractable and open to spiritual influences, passing, and being roplace- 
by the ‘ ‘ yellow agony ” of paganism and Eastem Birddhism, incon¬ 
vertible, intellectually intractable, and opposed to all traditions of 
Western progress. Tho Chinese have many good qualities—their 
industry, economy,- &c., are well worthy of imitation; but the China¬ 
man is no real colonist; his homo is China, to which, in life or death, 
he must return. 

When the I'anama Canal is finished, tho light of a new day will 
dawn upon the Pacific islands. They, dotting the space of the great 
highway along which the trade of our Oriental and Australian posses¬ 
sions will pass to America, must not be allowed to pass into the hands 
of an alien race. The beautiful harbours, the fertile soil, the infinite 
possibilities which belong to the “ isles of Eden ” are the inheritance 
of those strong enough and wise enough to turn them to the best use ; 
and that best u.se would undoubtedly be the dispersal of overcrowded 
populations to fields of usefulness, fair in themselves, fairer in hope 
for our race. 

Edward TitEGEAR. 

New Zealand. 



THE NEXT GENERAL ELECTION: 
A FORECAST. 


In view of the striking transferrence of votes which has taken place 
in cei'tain bye-elections which have occurred during the present year, 
and looking to the fact that those very elections have supplied us with 
reliable data from which to argue, we may, perhaps, find it worth while, 
within the necessarily circumscribed limits which such an article as 
this permits of, to endeavour to forecast «rhat may reasonably be 
supposed to be the prospects of the Gladstonian painty at the General 
Klection which may not improbably occur at no very distant period. 

Now, in estimating the probable chances of suojess of any political 
party at a general election, one naturally turns for inspiration to the 
results of recent bye-elections as affording a probable clue to the 
outcome of a more exbmded appeal to the constituencies. Much has 
been said in the past, and {lerhaps never more frequently than in the 
present, as to the untrustworthiness of any calculations based upon the 
results of bye-elections ; but if this assertion be coiTect, and if bye- 
elections are misleading as an index of the direction in which public 
opinion is moving, then there are taken away from us the only 
available statistics from which to reason as to the feeling of the 
constituencies at large upon any of the great questions upon which a 
General Klection may turn. 

We do not propose to show how far the results of general elections 
which took place prior to the passing of the Franchise and Redis¬ 
tribution Acts of 1885 were correctly forecasted by bye-elections: 
to enter upon this question would be not only of little interest, 
but would also bo comparatively useless, inasmuch as the con¬ 
ditions under which those bye-elections and general elections took 
place, are not the conditions under which elections take place at the 
present time. It. is impossible to institute any comparison between 
the two periods, and it would, therefore, be absurd to aigue that 
what has occurred in the past under one condition of affairs must 
necessarily occur in the future under quite another state of things. 

When we say that the conditions are no longer the same, we mean 
that the electorate has been so altered by the passing of Mr. Glad¬ 
stone’s Franchise and Redistribution Acts, that it is no longer the 
same voice that now speaks at bye-elections that used to speak pr^or 
to 1885 .^ It is a voice ^|at speaks with more authoi^, for it speaks 
VoL. 130.—^No. 4. . cc 
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for enlarged constituencies ; and it is a voice that speaks with greater 
freedom, inasmuch as, by reason of this very enlargement and redis¬ 
tribution of the electorate, the const itiiencies, whether borough or 
county, are no longer contixjlled by the great landownera, or to the 
same extent exposed to outside and undue influences. In past times, 
and particularly in the counties and smaller boroughs, the vote was 
nominally the \'oto of the electors, but the decision was practically 
th(‘ decision of the lord of the manor! I*rior to the passing of 
31 r. (jlladstone’s Jit-distribution Act, there were no fewer than 
liorongli constituencies, each with an electorate of under 1500, and 
returning in the aggregate 88 members of I’arliament. There were 
also IG borough constituencies, each with an el(‘ctorate of betwt^en 
1500 and 2000, which w(>re empowered to return 23 members of 
I’arliament. 1 u these days, then, no few than 111 members of J’arlia- 
ment were rettivnod by boroughs so small as to be comphdely at the 
mercy of a few local wire-pullers acting in the int{*rests of the 
magnat('. of the neighbourhood. In striking contrast fo this state 
of things is the fact that at the present time there is but one borough 
with an electorate of under 2000, the borough possessing this 
unenviable singularity beiiig that of Kilkenny (City), where the 
number of electors is only 109G. Jjooking to this fact, it seems 
almost past belief that there should ever have been a time when such 
hamlets as Portarlington, with 14-2, and Knnis. with 21-7, of an elect¬ 
orate. each had the power to retuim a memb(*r of J’arliament, and 
indeed that anv constitiiencv with an electorate of under 1000 or 

» 4 

1500 should, have liad a similar power, seems only less ridiculous 
than unjustifiabh*. 

In moat instsuices, bye-elections, prior to the passing of the Fran¬ 
chise and Redistribution Acts of 1885, cannot have been of verv 
much value as political barometers, for, although a certain amount of 
liJ>ei"ty of action may have been accorded to voters in small boroughs 
and counties at bye-elections, it is nevertheless quite certain that at a 
general election, when more depended on the issue of the contest, the 
sci*ew was remorselessly applied in order to compel at least a majority 
of tlie electors to give eftect to the political convictions of the lord of 
the manor. 

In how many cases could this be done at the present time, when 
all the little rotten boroughs and partially enfranchised counties, 
like the dodo, have utterly disappeared ? In how many instances 
can the great landowners now control the enlarged county con¬ 
stituencies, and how far can they hope to be successful in playing 
their old game of compelling the electors to stultify themselves by 
reversing at a general election the decision to which they hatd come 
at by-elections ? These are questions which time alone can answer, 
Iml it is not unreasonable to assume that to a very large extent the 
infioenee of th^ lord of the manm* has disappeared with the 
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ment of the constituencies, and that, in consequence, bye-elections 
mean far more at the present time than ever they can have done in the 
past. It may, however, be argued that petty jealousies, local con¬ 
siderations, and other side issues will continue to obtrude themselves 
at bye-elections in a manner that they cannot do at a general election 
when the contest is waged upon a single, clearly defined issue; and 
thus it may come to pass that the verdict given by electors at bye- 
elections may be very different from that which they would give at a 
general election. We are quite ready to admit that there appears to 
be considerable force in this argument, only we would point out that it 
is an argument applicable to the past condition of things rather than 
to the present, because side issues were far more likely to influence 
the n'sult of bye-elections in constituencies with a restricted electorate, 
such as existed previous to the passing of the Acts of 1885, than in 
the largo constituencies which these very Acts have brought into 
existence. Looked at from this point of view, it may be supposed 
that bye-elections are at present more, valuable as aflbrding a test of 
popular feeling than they can ever have been at any previous period. 
Before passing from this topic to the consideration of the bye-elec¬ 
tions which have recently taken place, we would call attention to the 
fact that, since the passing of the new Franchise and Redistribution 
Acts, we have had practically no opportunity given of judging how 
far bye-elections under the new condition of things can be regarded as 
affording a clue to the general political feeling of the country; for, 
although we have had two general elections in the redistributed and 
enfranchised constituencies, the time which elapsed between them was 
of too short duration to permit of almost any bye-elections taking 
phiice. All that we do for a certainty know is that the old order has 
changed, and we stand as it were on the threshold of a new political 
existence, wherein the lessons of the past cannot be accepted as guides 
for the future! In looking at the results of bye-elections which have 
occurred since the General Election of 1886, our attention is at once 
drawir to that which recently took place in the Ayr Burghs, because it 
was in that election that the Gladstonians achieved perhaps their 
greatest triumph in managing to break down an adverse majority of 
no less than 1175. Now this victory at Ayr, if indicative of nothing 
else, is certainly indicative of the fact that no seat can be considered 
absolutely safe which at last General Election showed a majority of 
less than 1200 votes for the successful candidate. Taking this fact 
into consideration, it appeared to us to be ,a matter of interest to dis¬ 
cover how many seats were won at that election, and during the two 
years subsequently thereto, by majorities of under 1200 by either 
Ministerialists—^under which denomination we class Unionist Liberals 
—or by the followers of Mr. Gladstone. In making this inquiry, we 
have not included any Irish constituency, because to do so would, in 
our opinion, be oidy a .waste of time; for we ^ know that what 

c c 2 



392 


The Westminster Review. 


Ireland lias done in the past she will continue to do in the future, and 
will almost to a certainty return not fewer than 85 Nationalists 
at any future general election. It may also be fairly assumed that 
the 18 Conservatives and Unionist Liberals, at present rt'prcsenting 
Irish constituencies, will not be diminished in number to any appre¬ 
ciable extent. 


Assuming, therefore, that the political representation of Ireland 
will remain practically unchanged, we have omitted, as being 
irrelevant, and also of but little interest, the majorities by which seats 
were won in that country by Nationalists or Ministerialists at the last 
General Election. it will, then, be understood that England, 
Scotland, and Wales alone are under consideration. 

The members representing these three countries in the Imperial 
Parliament anmunt in immber to 507, and of this number, at the 
present moment, there are no fewer than 152 who have had the good 
fortune to be returned to the House of (Jcmimons without being 
opposed in the constituencies which they respectively represent, and 
the proportion in which they are distributed among parties is as 
follows:—Conservatives, 81; Unionist Liberals, 83; Gladstonian 
Liberals, 35. In '115 cases there were contests at the G<*neral 
Election, or at the bye-elections •which have occurred during th(‘ two 
years which have elapsed since that period. In regard to these 115 
seats we desire to show what proportion .are held by either Minis¬ 
terialists or. Gladstonians by majorities ranging from under fifty to 
under 1200. This, we think, we can more clearly sho'W' by the 
following table:— 


Majoilties under 50 
Majorities over 70 and under 


» 

99 

100 

99 

91 

99 

99 

200 

99 

99 

}f 

99 

300 

99 

99 

}9 

99 

400 

99 

99 

99 

99 

500 

99 

99 

91 

99 

600 

99 

99 

99 

99 

700 

>9 

99 

99 

99 

800 

99 

99 

99 

99 

900 

99 

99 

99 

99 

1000 

99 

99 

99 

99 

1100 

99 

99 
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and Unionist 




Liberals. 

Gladstonians. 

a 

. 14 seats ... 
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100 

. 8 
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7 

99 

200 

. 18 

99 ••• 

18 

99 

30(1 

. 21 

99 

8 

99 

400 

. 18 

99 ••• 

9 

99 

r)()(» 

. 19 

99 

10 

99 

600 

. 20 

19 ••• 

6 

99 

700 

. IS 

99 

5 

99 

800 

. 21 

99 

9 

99 

900 

. 11 

99 ■ • * 

11 

99 

1000 

. 13 

99 

9 

91 

1100 

. 13 

99 

3 

99 

1200 

m 

4 

99 ••• 

9 

99 


196 111 

111 


85 


As being also of some interest, another table is appended, showing 
the XQajoiities by which the remainder of the contested seats were 
won» Theie majorities range from 1200 to over 4000. It will be 
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observed that only four constituencies in Great Britain returned their 
representatives by a majority exceeding the last-mentioned number :— 

Conservatives 
and Unionist 

Liberals. Gbidstonians. 


Majorities ov'er 

1200 iiml under IJJOO 

. 10 seats ... 

5 scats 



1300 



1400 

. 6 


R » 



1400 


99 

1500 

. 6 

99 • • ♦ 


>1 


1 ftOO 

99 

99 

2000 

. 17 

99 

11 M 

J* 

>1 

2000 

99 

99 

3000 

. 10 

99 ••• 

14 „ 



3000 

99 

99 

4000 

. 0 

9 J 

4 „ 



4000 

99 


5000 

. 1 

99 ••• 

3 „ 







56 


52 


For tlie purjjoses of argument it may be assumed that, where the 
Jiiajority exceeds •1200, tlie probability of one party winning any 
considerable number of seats from the other is not very great, but 
wh<*ro tlio majority is below that figure, it may not unreasonably be 
assumed, in view especially of the remarkable transferrenco of votes 
ati Spalding. Northwich, Edinburgh West, Southampton, Burnley, 
and Ayr Burghs, that the case is very different and that the task of 
convtirting the advei’so inajoriiy into a minority is a task not only 
not hopeless, but indeed highly probable! 

A glance at th(‘ first of tlu‘ foregoing tables will show that there 
ar(‘ 196 Ministerial seats which are held by majorities of less than 
1200, while of Gladstonian seats similarly held there are 111, or a 
diff'erence of 85. 

llcjcent bye-elections lead irresistibly to th(^ conclusion that the 
country is turning against the policy of Coercion which is being so 
vigorously enforced in Ireland by the ])resent Government, and it is 
difficult to sen From v/hat quarter Ministers can look for an accession 
of strength at tht^ next General Election, whereas it is easy to see 
whence the Gladstonian Liberals may at that election derive such a 
considerable acc('saion as will lead to the removal from power of the 
Government of Coercion, and the substitution in its place of a 
Ministry prepart>d to undertake the task of removing—not aggrava¬ 
ting—the existing, and indeed admitted, grievances of Ireland. 
But if this accession of strength is to be gained by the Gladstonian 
party, every scat that has ever been contested before must of course 
bt' once again challenged at the next General Election ; and especially 
must Qvtry one of the seats held by l^Iinisterialists by a majority of 
under 1200 be contested, and vigorously coUtested, and then it will 
be seen where the votes necessary to give Mr. Gladstone a majority 
will come from! 

“ But two can play at that game! ” it will be urged. Un¬ 
doubtedly ; therefore, it is fair to assume that the Tories and their 
Unionist Liberal allies will attack every Gladstonian seat thiit has 
ever been contested before. Let them do so, and the result will 
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probably be that the great majority of seats so attacked will return 
an answer the same, only recorded more emphatically, as that given 
in recent bye-elections. 

At this point it may not be inappropriate to state shortly what 
have been the results of bye-elections during the last two years. 
Dismissing, as being of little interest, all bye-elections in which the 
candidate has been returned nnop])osed, we find that of contested 
elections there have been thirty-one in number. In twenty-one of 
these constituencies Ministerialists were returned at the Gi'ueral 
Election, while Ihe remaining ten returned Gladstonians. The 
result of the bye-elections has been that the Atinisterialists liavo w’on 
fifteen, and the Gladstonians sixteen out of the thirty-one, or a lu't 
gain to the latter of six seats. It may also be observed that tlui 
Gladstonians have improved their position, siftce the General 
Election, in no fewer than nineteen of these constituencies, as 
against a Mnisterial improvement in but five cases ; while in seven 
instances it is impossible to institute a comparison, owing to the 
candidates having been unopposed in 1886. Tl’he Gladstonians, while, 
making a net gain of six seats, have actually wrested seven seats 
from their opponents, who, on the other hand, have been similarly 
successful in no more than one solitary instance. 

It is a point of some significance that in all these seven seats 
gained by the Gladstonians, as also in the one seat gained by the 
Tories, a majority of less than 1200 was recorded for the successful 
candidate at the General Election ! 

It has been shown that the Gladstonians hold 111 seats by 
majorities of under 1200, the Ministerialists holding in like manner 
196; put the 111 seats held by Gladstonians against 111 out of the 
196 held by Ministerialists, and there remains a balance of 85 
Conservative and Unionist Liberal seats for the Gladstonians to 
endeavour to win. In addition, there are thirty-three Liberal 
Unionist seats which were not contested at the last General Election, 
and of this number it is now plain that at least one-half ought to 
have been contested, and were only left unmolested through a senti¬ 
mental feeling that Liberals ought not to oppose Liberals. That 
feeling has, however, died away, and it seems certain that no 
Unionist Liberal seat will in the future be left unassailed. It is true 
that in thirty-five cases the Gladstonian Liberals were allowed a 
walk over, and perhaps wisely so; for the chance of a Tory or 
Unionist Liberal candidate winning any of these seats was of the 
remotest type and is not likely to bo any better mw ! 

In no fewer than eighty-four instances Conservative candidates 
were returned unopposed. Why should this have been so, and is it 
to happen again? In 1874, too many Conservative seats were 
u^ch4llenged, and the result of the 1880 election showed this to have 
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been a tremendous mistake; for at that election, many of the so- 
called Tory strongholds collapsed like a house of cards, when 
exposed to really serious attack. 

Taking into consideration all bye-elections since the (general 
Election of 188G, the composition of the House of Commons at. the 
present time is as follows:—Conseiwatives, 312; Liberal Unionists, 
71; Gladstonian Liberals, 202; l*amellites, 85. Total, G70. We 
include as Gladstonians, though they have not undergone the process 
of re-election consequent on the change in their political opinions, 
Sir Thomas Grove, Mr. C. R. Talbot, Mr. Benjamin Hingley, Sir 
Hussey Vivian, and hir. A. B. Winterbotham, all of whom, elected 
in 188G as Unionist Liberals, have since seen fit to return to the 
ranks serving und(*r the leaderahip of Mr. Gladstone. 

It is thus shown that at the present time the united forces of the 
'lories and Liberal Unionists number 383, while the combined Glad¬ 
stonian Liberal and Parnellite strength is 287, or a majority for the 
Ministerialists of DG. 

T'his is no doubt a large majority, but the question arises, Is it 
likely to be an enduring majority ? The experience of the past is 
to some extent an answer to this question, inasmuch as in two years’ 
time the Government majority has been reduced from 118 to 9G, and 
it would further seem that this majority can haixlly be an enduring 
one, for l.he very simple reason that the party possessing it holds no 
fewer than 19G seats by majorities ranging from under 50 to under 
1200; and it is in seats of this very description that it has lost most 
ground at bye-elections. 

We have already said that, after the Ayr Burghs elections, it 
cannot bo out of place to assume that no seat can be considered as 
safe which sliovvs a majority of less than 1200 for the successful 
candidate. Admitting this fact, it will at once be seen that Minis¬ 
terialists hold 19G unsafe seats as against 111 unsafe Opposition 
seats; thus, the Ministerialists hold 85 more unsafe seats than do 
the Gladstonians. This balance of 85 seats ought all to be won by 
the Gladstonians at next General Election, and, reasoning from 
past experience, it seems extremely probable that they wHl be 
won; moreover, not less than ten or a dozen of the 38 previously 
uncontested Unionist Liberal seats ought to be gained. If this be 
done, victory is accomplished, and the day of Coercion is for ever 
dead. But some one is sure to say: “ Why, you don’t seem to 
count on the Tories or Unionist Liberals winning any seats from the 
Gladstonian Liberals.’’ 

At first sight this may appear to be so, but in reality it is not 
the case, and this we shall proceed to show, only, before doing so, 
we will candidly , and frankly admit that we do not expect to see 
the Unionist lilkrals gain from their opponents even a sin^ seat 
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wherewith to console themselves for the large number which it seems 
tolerably certain they will lose. 

For an ()])position to lose absolutely nomi of their seats at a 
general election is a thing unheard of, and it may then^fore be 
calculated that the 'lories will wrest from their opponents, say, thirty 
or forty seats. But we anticipate that the Gladstonian Jiiberals will 
win from the Ministerialists not less than from 110 to 120 seats, 
and will thus make a net gain of between eighty and ninety votes, 
each side winning seats from the other mainly in constituencies 
whore the previous majority was no gr«‘.Titer than 1200, or perhaps 
even fo some extent in constituencies wliere the majority was as 
high as 1500! 

A.ud this we take to be a not over-exaggerat<‘d estimate of the 
meosiirti of Gladstonian success, because 120 seats bear veiy much 
the ssime proportion to 40 seats as does 3 to 1, Avhereas the bye- 
elections which have occurred since the General Election of 1880 show 
a gain to the Opposition of 7 seats and to the Ministerialists of 1 seat, 
or in the proportion of atwn to om;! 

Between 7 to 1 and 3 to 1 there is a not inconsiderable margin, 
and it is partly on this fact that we base our assertion that we are 
not over-sanguine in estimating the net Gladstonian gain at from 
80 to 90 seats. Li further suppoi't of this contention, wo turn to 
the results of all bye-elections wherein there has been a eoiitcst 
since last General Election, and wherein, at that election, the majority 
did not e.xceed 1200, We find that the Ministerialists have attacked 
si.\ Gladstonian seats answering to this description, and have; succeeded 
in winning only one, while, on the other hand, the (Badstonians have 
assailed tw’elve Mini.sterial seals of the same description, and have 
gained no less than seven. In other words, all seats gained by either 
side have been gained in constituences whei’e the previous majority 
was under 1200! 

It has before been stated that there are 19G Ministc'rial and 111 
Gladstonian seats held by majorities of under 1200. A simple 
application of the rule of three shows that as 6 is to 1 so is 111 k> 
19, and as 12 is to 7 so is 19C to 114. Deduct 19 from 114, and 95 
remains as th(! number of seats which, reasoning from the rt'snlts of 
tliese bye-elections, Gladstonians may expect to win at the General 
Election, in constituencies of the class before mentioned, thus proving 
that, as previously asserted, the Opposition may not improbably make 
a net gain of at least between 80 and 90 seats in constituencies 
w’ith a former adverse majority of under 1200. 

It «lay here be observed that, prior to the enlargement of the 
county constituencies, and the disappearance of the veiy small 
boroughs, through the operation of the Franchise and Redistribution 
Acts^ nuyorities of under 1200 were in most cases as difiksult to 
bri Ilk down, aud convert into a minority as majorities of 3000 or 4000 
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are difficult to break down at the present time. In corroboration of 
this statement, we cite (as being fairly representative of the old 
borough constituencies) the cast^ of Bridgnorth,- which, imssessing a 
total electorate of 1224, returned a Conser\'ative by a majority of 
J127 at the (General Mlection of 1880. Now, in regard to such a 
constituency, Liberals might not unnaturally feel that there was 
little or no chance of breaking down a majority which in itself 
included a little over 2”> pi^r cent, of the total electors, just as at the 
pn*sent time they might feel sceptical as to the possibility of breaking 
down an adverse majority of 2500 in a constituency possessing 
10,000 electors. But now that these little constituencies are swept 
away, 1 he case is very different so far as relates to majorities of about 
1200, for you would say that such majorities bear very much the 
same proportion to the enlarged constituencies as did majorities of 
about 125 to the small constituencies which o.visted prior to the 
])iussing of the Acts of 1885. 

And if this be said of majorities of about 1200, what can be said 
n'garding majorities of (300 and under, except that they are so 
trifling as to be certainly wiped out by the veiy' slightest change in 
the. political leanings of the. elecstors? This is a diffenmce between 
the past order of things, as compared with the present, which it is 
important to note. 

To return to the more, immediate consideration of the prospects 
of tin* (jiljidstonian party, it will bo ivmembered that wo claimed for 
that party a probabh< gain of from 80 to 90 seat.s in constitiumcies 
whi*re the majority was no greater than 1200. We- further asserted 
that from ton to a dozen seats w'ould most, likely b(» won from the 
LInioni.st Liberals in the 3o seats wherein no contest took place in 
18S6. It may, liowe,v»*r, be urged that this is an sissumption, and 
nothing more than an assumption, and in deference to such an 
objection we will not, in the calculation which we an.? about to 
make, give to the (Jladstonian party the credit of winning any of 
the-se 33 hitherto uncontested Liberal Unionist seats. It will, then, 
be obsexwed that we assume, though this is in all probability a 
somewhat unlikely assumption, that not one- of the 33 hitherto 
unopiwsod Liberal Unionist seats, and not one of the 81 hitherto 
une-6ntested Torj' seats, will be won at the coming election. These 
117 Ministerial seats may l)e taken as a set off to the 35 unopposed 
Gladstoniaii seats, but whether this is altogether a fair set off it 
w ill be for the electors in those constituencies to decide when the 
])roper time comes. What, then, would be, the. composition of the 
entire House of Commons if the Gladstonians made a net gwn of 
80 seats at next General Election ? We should have parties in the 
following proportions:—^Conservatives and Liberal Unionists, 303 ; 
Gladstoniaii Liberals and Nationalists, 367; or a majority for the 
latter of 04. 
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The next question that arises is—Will this he done ? The results 
•of nearly all the contested hye-elections show that t-he Liberal vote 
is once again pretty much what it was in 1885, before that party w^as 
rent with discussions on the (piestion of granting Home Rule to 
Ireland, thus proving that Tiiberal electors throughout th(* country 
are again united a^jainst their traditional opponents, the 'Pories. 
The rosult of the Isle of I’lianet election brought out this fact very 
•clearly, and when it is remembered that that constitiumcy is situated 
in the county of Kent—a county always conspicuous for its 
Adherence to 'I’oryism—it si'ems all tlio more remarkable that the 
Lilx'rals should actually havt*. decreased, not only the adverse 
majority of 1880, but also the adverse majority of 1885! If this 
has happened in a Kentish constituency, what may not the con¬ 
stituencies in liuncashire and Yorkshiiv, and indeed throughout the 
rest of Great Rritain, be expected to do when mi opi)ort.unity is 
given them ? Jjot but the lal)erfils vote as they voted in 1885, and 
they will now have the support of the Irish vote, which tlu'y had 
not in that year; let them contest with a dogged determination every 
seat that has ever before been contested, and allow not one single. 
Liberal Unionist, and only a very few Tories, to be returned to 
Westminster unopposed, and then it will lie that the Liberal viclory 
of 1885 will be equalled, if not suiqiassed, and the Tory majority of 
DO, representing as it does the policy of tyranny and Coercion, will 
be swept ignominiously from power, making way in its fall for a 
majority representative of a policy no less the antithesis of Coercion, 
than the embodiment of justice and conciliation to tlui sister country 
of Ireland. 



THE SCRIPTURAL DOCTRINE 
CONCERNING .MARRIAGE AND DIVORCE. 


Tn tlio “ Indepnndi'iit Section” of this IIeview, two ladies iLavo 
recently discussed the subject of marriage from wliat they bfdieve, 
wo presume, to be the common-sense point of view. Mrs. Caird’s 
conclusion is ‘‘ that thi* pn^sent form of marriage—exactly in propor¬ 
tion to its conformity with ortliodox ideas—is a vexatious failure ; 
and that ‘‘ the ideal mamagi', despite all dangers and difficulties, 
should bo free. So long as love and trust and friendship mnain, no 
bonds are necessary to bind two peopU^ together; life apart will be 
empty and colourless; but whenever these cease, the tie becomes 
false and iniquitous, and no one ought to have the power to enforce it. 
'fhe matter is oik' in which any interposition, whether of law or of 
soci<*ty, is an impertinence.” Miss Mlizabidh Rachel Chapman, on the 
other hand, express(*s her conviction thus: ‘’Is it not Tolstoi who, 
in his re-statemi'nt of the ‘ second commandment ’ of J(‘sns, has 
uttered the watchword of tlu' future ? ‘ Let every man have one wit\‘, 
and PV(‘ry woman one husband. No libertinagt* and no divorc<‘.’ ’ 
The expediency of polygamy is not discussed by (“illuT of thi'se writers; 
and in the numerous letters published in the Daily Tclpyraph, to which 
Mrs. Caird’s ai+icle has given i*ise, letters puipoiiing to discuss the 
question, Is marriage a failure ? the form of marriage referred to is 
exclusively that of monogamy. But, since those articleswere published, 
we have received a work, entitled Marriaye ami Diimrs, in which 
its author maintains that almost the whole of Christendom has gone 
astray from the plain teaching of the Scriptures on the subji'ct of 
marriage; ” and in which he insists that polygamy is the foi’m of mar¬ 
riage not only authorized, but distinctly sanctioned by the “Almighty,” 
that the practice of divorce is equally a divine ordination, and that 
both polygamy and divorce, far from being forbidden, are actually 
countenanced in the New Testament. 

The work in question is anonymous and presents no clue to its 
authorship ; but, from internal evidence, we are disposed to conclude 
that its author is a priest of one of the numerous sections into which 
English Christiana are divided ; ho is, certainly, thoroughly well 
acquainted with^ the Hebrew Scriptures, and has formed very decided 
opinions as to the inf^rt of their teaching oonceraing the grave and 
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mouiontous questions he discusses. He appears to he a devout believer 
in the divine inspii*ation of thosi* writings, and to regard them as the 
revelation of truth and the trustworthy means of human guidance. 
In his opening chapter, ho says:— 

If it can he shown that any of the laws, customs, or prejudices 
of the present day arc not really founded ufion Truth, or not strictly 
consistent with Justice, then we claim that this matter should he 
fairly and honestly considered, and that any alteration or reformation 
which may he clearly rccpiired by these great princi])les should he 
adopted without hesitation, and with as little delay as possible^ Wo 
claim thi.s fif)m all those pereons who as legislators or politicians take 
any part in the direction of public affairs; but most of all we claim 
it from all tlu)SO who assume to sjx'ak as ministers of religion, espe¬ 
cially ministers of the Christian religion. For this, at least, is a 
prominent and unquestionable ft‘atnre of Christianity, that it pro¬ 
fesses to be based upon Trvth ; to be a message from the God of 
Truth; it re]mdiates all falsehood, and desires not to bo propped u]) 
by anything in the shape of a lie; nor can any man be a faithful 
exponent of this rtdigion who places any consideration of expediency 
or self-interest above the paramount claims of Truth.’’ 

The contrast of *• expediency" with “Truth" in the ahovo passage 
will, w'e dan^ say. i-yrcduce a telling (‘ffect on many of our author's 
rt'uders; hut. unfortunately, in the following pas.s{igo, as well as in 
many others throughout the book, ho prov»‘s faithless to the standard 
of Tnith. which he profe.sses to follow. He says ; " It is well under¬ 
stood that many of the laws and ordin{uice.s pre.sci’ib('d for the Jews 
in the earlier ])eriod.s of sacred histoiy were never intended to be bind¬ 
ing on the whole race of mankind, nor even, as to some of them, 
u|K)n tlie Jews themselves in perpetuity. And many of these insti¬ 
tutions ar«‘ either directly or indirectly set aside by tlu' principles of 
Christianity, and their observanci* i.s declared to be no longer required, 
at any rale as a matter of duty, by (’hristians. Hut although this 
is undoubtedly true of many ])arts of the- IMosaic law, it does not 
hold good with all the precepts of that Code.” 

Now, we should like to knoAv what is the standard by which our 
author ascertains whether any given law or ordinjince prescribed in 
the Old Testament is, or is not, “ binding on the whole race of man¬ 
kind.’’ He tells us that some of the “ laws and ordinances” in ques¬ 
tion concerned tin* Jew's only, and that some contain the “ gi’eat and 
universal principh's ” of a “ fundamental and p(‘rmanent character.’’ 
How does ho di.stinguish them and assign to each its peculiar 
value? In this matter the “ Sacred Writings" themselves give him 
no help ; they are absolutely silent on the important (question—which 
of these laws and ordinances concern the Jews only, and which are 
designed for the guidance of the w'hole human race ; which are 
of merely local and temporary, and which are of universal and per- 
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mantmt, application? We venture to affirm that, so far ns thi^ 
Christian world has made any progress in answering these questions, 
it has been guided by the much contemned principle of “ expediency 
and, certainly, our author, notwithstanding that he ranks it much lower 
than “Truth,” does not hesitate to avail himself of it whenever he en¬ 
counters a moral or social problem which he finds it difficult to solve. 
He docs not tell us how he has arrived at the conclusion that God's 
dealings with his favourite sen’^ants, Abraham, Jacob, Elkanah, and 
King David, in respect to their practice of polygamy are to be ac¬ 
cepted in evidence of the divine approval of that practice as a more 
or less universal jiractico of mankind in general. In fact, our author’s 
statements in this matti*r are, as it seems to us, luendy indications 
that, g\iided by the ^wiiiciple of expediency, he has arrived at the 
conclusion that polygamy is a beneficent institution, conducive, under 
certain circumstances, to the welfare and happiness of mankind, and 
that as he finds, according to the Bible, this institution has the divine 
approval, ho infers that this approval is to be regardeil as an expres¬ 
sion of the divine sanction of tlie practice of polygamy by all pt'oples 
ahd throughout all time. Be this as it may, it is evident that our 
author attivchea anpn'mt* imp>rtance to (Tod’s dealings with the 
patriarchs in respect to polygamy. 

Referring to “ Abraham himself as the Head and h'ather of God's 
chosen people,” our author says, “ at the suggestion of Abraham's 
wife, Sarah, and during her own lifetime, he took to him as a secon¬ 
dary wife, or concubine, her maid-servant, Hagar, and by her he had 
a son born to him, whom ho named Ishmael. He did this clearly, 
not under any temptation of lust, not with any idea that he was 
doing wrong, but with the express motive of obtaining issue by 
her, and accomplishing, as ho thought, God’s puiqioses and promises 
to him of a numerous offspring.” 

Our author appears to possc'ss some special source of infoiunation 
respecting the state of Abraham’s mind and the nature of his 
motives when he took Hagar as a “ secondary wife ; ” for, certainly, 
the sacred history gives us no information on the point; we only 
learn from it, that, in a “ vision ” of a conversation with the Lord 
God, Abraham said: “Behold to me hast thou given no seed; 
and lo, one bom in my house is my heir,” and that the l^ord said, 
“ but ho that shall come forth from thine own bowels shall be thine 
heir; ” and that Abraham took Hagar as a “ secondary wife ” in com¬ 
pliance with the request of Sarah, who “ said unto Abraham, behold 
now the Lord hath restrained me from bearing; ” and besought him to 
accept her maid, adding: “It maybe that I may obtain children by her.'’ 
The question to what extent our author is correct in asserting that 
when Abraham acted on Sarah’s suggestion he was not under any 
temptation of lust, and thought only of accomplishing God’s purposes, 
is, perhaps, of little practical importance; nevertheless, we hesitate to 
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admit the trnstwortiuness of these statements, seeing that they are 
unsupported by scriptural evidence, and that, as we presume, our 
author is not a clairvoyant in respect to the motives which animated 
Abraham in connection with the interesting event referred to. Our 
author comments on that event as follows :—“ Now if polygamy is in 
its very essence and principle simply a breach of God’s fundamental 
law of marriage, then, of course, this act of Abraham was an error, 
more or less blamablo accfu’ding to the degree of knowledge which 
he had received of God’s Iuav. Tt might be that he sinned in igno¬ 
rance, as Abimelech was about to do ; it might be that he sinned 
knowingly and wilfully, even as Adam did in l*aradiso ; for we are 
not to suppose that even Abraham was wholly without sin. On the 
former of these hypotheses, that ho acted in ignorance of the divine 
law, can we believe that God, who so carefully interfered to prevent 
the crime of adultery on the part of Pharaoh, and again of Abime¬ 
lech, would altogether neglect the same care in regard to liis more 
favoured servant Abraham; if. that is to say, the union with Hagar 
was really a sin of adultery in llis sight ? The other hypothesis, 
that Abraham sinned wilfully herein, is still more incredible and 
inconsistent with the whole tenor of the saci-ed narrative. There is 
not a word to be found in the whole history—which relates so many 
occasions of G<jd’s .special and personal communion with this groat 
patriarch, there is not a single word in the whole liible from be¬ 
ginning to end which implies that the Divine Being was in any way 
offended wdth AbrnJiam’s conduct on that occasion, or condemned it 
as a sin. 

“ But not only this, tlie whole story of Hagar is declared by St. 
Paul, in his Kpistlo to the Galatians, to contain a great allegory, a 
typical foreshadowing of God’s dealings with mankind, first under 
tlie covenant of the Law, and next under the Gospel. This is cer¬ 
tainly a most remarkable and important testimony; it must be quite 
obvious, that if there is any truth or authority belonging to this 
assertion of St. Paul, that Abraham’s conduct in this matter was a 
positive type of God’s own doings, then there could not possibly be 
anything sinful therein; then it is quite impossible for us, consis¬ 
tently with any regard for the authority of Scripture, to condemn 
polygamy, such as that of Abraham, as a matter of principle, as 
being absolutely and altogether opposed to the law of God.” 

Our author next adduces the history of that celebrated personage, 
Jacob, in order to show that though this eminent patriarch also 
pi*actised polygamy to a greater extent even than Abraham, he 
” lived under the special guidance of Almighty God,” and “ received 
God’s blessing on many very remarkable occasions.” The interesting 
story of the domestic life of Jacob is known to every reader of the 
Bible; he had two wives, Leah and Rachel, both of whom he loved, 
! and who appear to have loved him. Leah gave him six sons and 
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ont' (lauglitj'r, and two sons were bom to him by the tender-eyed 
Kacliel. Hut as n long time elapsed before she became a mother, 
and as she ^Yishcd for children, she besought .lacob, to accept her 
maid Hilliah. saying. ‘‘ that I may also have children by her." 
.Jacob complirtl, and had two sons by Kachel's handmaid. And 
although lieah had already given her husband' four sons, she, 
anxious to enrich him still further, “ took Zilpah, her maid, and 
gave her Jacob to wifeand Zilpah enriched him with two- 
additional sons. It is worthy of note that Jjeah, wJien she bore 
her fifth son, rejoiced in his coming as a reward for her gene- 
losity in giving her rnaid Zilpah to her husband : “ God hath given 
mo my lure, because 1 have given my maiden to ray husband.” 
.Judged by nineteenth-century standards of morality, Jacob would 
be pronounced little- better than an astute trickster: he managed, 
owing to his brother’s hunger, to possess himself of his bi’other’s- 
birthright; e.vecuting the scheme devised by his mother, ho suc¬ 
ceeded, with the help of dow’iright lies, in so deceiving his old and 
blind father as to make liim believe him to be Ksau, and therefore 
to Idess him as if he liad nmllv been Isaac’s first-born S(jn; and, 
finally, in tin? inatter of the sheep, goats, ajid cattle whicli, according 
to a special agreement, were to be divided bc'tweeii Lallan and him¬ 
self—an agreement Ihe o.veciition of which w.'is i>ntrtailed to him—he 
so contrived that ‘‘ the feebler were Tiaban's and the stionger Jacob’s.” 

Hut, notwitlistandiiig tlieso (pu\stionable doings, he was enrichwl 
to the extent of twelve sons and one daughter; lu^ “ inci'cased 
(‘xceediiigly [in wealth], and had much cattle, and maid-servants,, 
and nu-n-servants, and camels and as.s(‘s.” Jfow greatly he was 
favoured was fon'told to him in his dream, when the JjOrd appeared 
to him and said to him, ‘‘ Thy seed shall be as the dust of the 
earth, and thou shalt spread abroad to tin* west, and to the east, and 
to the north, and to the south : and in the(‘ and in thy seed shall all 
the families of the earth be blessed.” Our author may well say that 
this posst*s.sor of two wives and two concubines “ livtHl under the 
special guidance of Almighty God.’’ 

Elkanah, the father of Saimiel, is another jxilygamist mentioned 
by our author, and whose possession of two wives “God tolerated 
or sanctioned.” It is written that “ this man went up out of his 
city yearly to worship and to sacrifice unto the Lord of hosts in 
Shiloh.” His wife, Penninah, had sons and daughters; but his 
wife Hannah was childless. She was eminently pious; “ and she 
vowed a vow, and said, O Lord of hosts, if thou wilt indeed look 
on the affliction of thine handmaid, and remember me, and not 
forget thine handmaid, but will give unto thine handmaid a man 
child, then I will give him unto the Lord all the days of his life, 

and there shall no ra^r come upon his head.And the Lord 

remembered her” and “ she bare a son, and she called his namo 
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Samuel.” It is writtc-n: “ Anti all Israel from Dan oven to 
Beersheba knew that ” he “ was established to b(^ a prophet of the 
Lord.” 

The gennint‘ piety evinced by Elkanah and Hannah merited and 
received the emphatic approval of Eli the priest, who *• bh'ssed 

Elkanah and his wife.And the lx)rd visited Hannali so that 

she conceived and bare three sons and two daughters. And the child 
Samuel grew befon* the Ijoi'd. " It is expressly stated in the sacrttd 
text that in unsw(‘r to Hannah's ])r'ayer for a son ‘‘ the Loi’d re¬ 
membered lier ; and certainly it must be admitt(‘d that the wliole 
story implies that Elkanah, as well as Hannah, enjoyed tlie divine 
favour. Acconlingly^ our author observ<‘S: "In this case, if 
then*, is any troth in the words of the history, tliere can be no 
doubt about the fact of God’s sand ion being given to the polygamy. 
Yet if there was no sin on the part of Elkatiah in taking two wives 
at th(< same time, why should the same thing be counted sinful in 
any otlu'r man ? What is tlie law, what is the principh*, wliich is 
to dcb*rmine the (iue.stion ? ” The author strengthens Ins ]X).sition 
here assumed by reference to the history of King David, a ‘‘man 
after God’s own h(*art," whose notoriously t‘xb*nsivo relations with 
womankind seems to hav(‘ lessened in no degree the anjoimt of 
tlivine favour which was bi‘stowed upon him. 

“ We ar(! told,” says our author, that “ during the seven years 
that David was reigning in Htdiron, he had six sons bom to him, 
each ono by a diffi'rent wife (2 Sam. iii. 2-5). At the end of that 
period he went up to Jerusalem, and was established as king over all 
Ismel and Judah. ‘ And David went on and gifjw great, and the 

Lord God of hosts was with him.And David took him more 

concubines and wives out of Jerusalem, he was come from 

Hcibron, and there w'ere yet sons and daughters bora to David ” 
(2 Sam. V. 10-Ul). Not only is there no shatlow of rebuke herti in 
regard to his plurality of wives—wives and concubines too ; but 
in the very mid.st of all this |X)lygamy we aro told, ‘ The Lord God 
of hosts was with him.’ ” 

Our author is v(‘iy wroth with the late Dr. Wordsworth, Bishop 
of Lincoln, who, commenting on the passage—And David took 
him more concubines out of Jerusalem,” charged David with sin in 
having done so, and alleged that it was " forbidden by God’s law.” 
He observes, however, “ that the stain and blemish of the type 
finished in a divine Antitype.” The author obsei-ves “ that these 
charges of sin, charges which imply wilful, persistent sin i^ainst 
such men os King David and the patriarch Jacob, are not only entirely 
unsupported, but are directly contradicted by the evidence and 
declarations of Scripture itself.” 

It is alleged that polygamy was allowed to the Jewish people 
through the whole period embraced in the inspired history. There 
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is no record of any gcnioral prohibition or rebuke of it. It is there¬ 
fore ai'gued that if the fundamental theory of the Bible—viz., that 
th(‘ -h'wish nation was under the special and providential government- 
of Almighty God—the practice of polygamy which was general ami 
exemplified in tlu* lives of the most eminent, and so-called saintly 
pei-sons of Jewish histoiy’, must not only have had the divine pennis- 
sion, but lus sanction, and could not therefore have been continued 
against tlie will of the supreme ruler—could not in fact bo of the 
nature, of sin, and tlu'refore, as a matter of principle, fimdamontally 
wrong. 


Having mad(' good his position, that polygamy is divinely authorized, 
l)y ri'viewing the history of tlu^ Jewish i)eople contained in llie Old 
1 \:Klament, our author then turns to the Nmv, and ohsi-rves : “ Many 
persons ])robably will be much sui’prised to hear that there is no 
passage in tlu' New fi’estameul. which forbids the practice to Christians 
generally; ' and we must admit that ho fairly sustains his posilion. 
For his comments on and cxplanat ion of th(> passage in Matthew xix. 
M). ending with the words, “■ "VVluit thcriJoro God liath joined 
togetlu'r let no man put asunder,” we must I'efer our readers to the 
authors work, page 4-2. 

•• W'e are told,” he says, “ ‘ Whosoever shall put .away his wife 
excH'pt If be for fornication, and shall marry another, committetli 
adultery.’ Does not this ]K)sitively forbid polygamy ? Clearly not. 
Wh.at iuileed can be pl.ainor than the words themselves, ‘ Who.so- 
•)ver shall put away his wife .... and marry another: ’ if tluwe- 
fore a man does not put away his wife, but mari’ics another iji 
addition, then this dictum of Christ docs not apply to them sit all.” 

Jtefonring to the teachings of 8 t. Paul, our author adverts to one 
of his expressions which, as he says, “ has often been thought to be in 
direct opposition to polygamy.” In answer to some (jnestions which 
the Corinthians had submitted to him on the subject of marriage, 
Paul writes: “ Nevertheless, to avoid fornication, let every man have 
his own wife, and let every woman have her own husband” (1 Cor. 
vii. 2). Our author comments on this passage thus: “ The in¬ 
ference, however, which has been drawn from these words, however 
natural it may stiera at first sight, is not truly in accordance with 
the Aposth'’s meaning. The primary object of his advice is, not that 
every man and woman should have one wife and one husband, and 
one only ; but that every one, both man and woman, should live in 
the married state, not in the state of celibacy. This is clear enough, 
not only from the words that he uses, but from the reason that he 
gives—‘ in order to avoid fornication ’—well knowing that with a 
large part of mankind the alternative is between conjugal inter¬ 
course in a lawful form or an unlawful form.” 

The passage whicK really does most directly touch this question of 
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.polygamy, is the rule which this Apostle lays down concerning the 
bishops and deacons of the Church. “ A bishop,” he says, “ must 

■ be blameless, the husband of one wife, vigilant, sober, &c.” (I Tim. 
iii. 2-7 ; cf. Titus i. 6). Again, “ Let the deacons be the husbands of 

■ one wife, ruling their children and their own houses well.” Our 

. author remarks on those passages thus: “There arc two interpreta¬ 
tions which have boon assigned to this phrase, ‘ the husband of one 
wife.’ (1) A man who has not more than one wife at a time—i.r., 
w'ho is not a i)()lygiinust; (2) a man who has not maiTied a second 
time after the d('ath of his first wif(‘. If the former of those is tlie 
true meaning in this plact', then the seuteuce shows veiy clearly 
that polygamy was not abolished in the Church generally at that 
time; for, if there w'ore no ] 5 olygamists among the Christian brother¬ 
hood, it would be superfluous to name thirs as one of tlu' conditions 
required in the bisho]>; just as much so as it would be in the 
English Church at. the present day. At tlu' same time, supposing 
this to bn the true iiK'auing, the phrase cannot be taken as a prohi¬ 
bition of polygamy universally : it is a limitiition applicul strictly to 

the bishops, or ciders, and the deacons.If the other meaning 

of th(‘ phrase is to 1 >.‘accepted, then it imposes an additional restric¬ 
tion upon the ministers of the Church in regard to their marriage ; 
but h'aves untouched thi^ ((uestioti of polygamy among the laity 

•generally.'’ 

Although our author has fairly succeeded in demonstrating that, 
■as “a matter of priuci]ile,’' polygamy is not condemned or prohibited 
either in the O’d Testament or the New; that under the patriarchal 
and Jewish disjjcnsations it was generally and continuously practised, 
and under such conditions as to imply tlio full sanction of Almighty 
(lod; yet as a matttu’ of expediency he seems inclimd to admit that 
monogamy as a general rule is nioro conducive than is polygamy to 
domestic peace and happiness; more consistent with the principles 
of temperance, manliness, and other personal virtues which mon 
ought to aim at, and especially more consonant with that d('ep feeling 
•of love and union which belongs to the (Christian ideal of marriage. 
It B(‘cms therefore that considerations of expediency actually lead 
our author to condemn polygamj'- as a general practice, although, 
acca-ding to hhn, divine truth and the principle it reveals are in 
favour of polygamy. Indeed, our author’s attempt in the beginning 
of his woi’k to contrast divine truth and expediency fairly breaks 
•down wh(*n he comes to deal with the actual life of the present 
time. Then common sense is allowed to become ascendant, and the 
virtue derived from a belief in the supernatural origin of the Hebrew 
Ecriptur (*8 loses its force. The value of the scriptural argument and 
the influence which it will exert will depend wholly upon the state 
of juind of his different readers. Those who have been accustomed 
to If'"* \\ all tlvjt is said in the Old and Now Testaments as of 
divino .iiUliDrity will probably experience grave embarrassment in 
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presence of our author’s arguments; for, on the one, hand, their 
respect for the sacred text will constrain them to admit that many 
of the great personages whoso lives are recorded in the Bible and 
who are alleged to have been special objects of divine favour, 
practised polygamy, and, in many cases, on an astonishingly great 
scale ; on the other hand, their instincts, the outcome of many mono¬ 
gamous generations, will constrain them to recoil with hoiTor from 
tlio contemplation oF the practice of polygamy by European peoj)le. 
One result of this ornbarrassmemt will, in all probability, bo a further 
loosening of tin', conviction which in many minds has already been 
considei’ably shaken, that the manners and customs exemplified by 
the Jews, and which have been long believed to have been ordained 
by God himsc'lf, are binding on the peoide of modern i^urope. Indeed, 
this bi’caking down of the conviction just mentiojied has been steadily 
going on during several centuries, an<l has come to bo represented by 
the idea that the- manners ajul customs in (jueslion fonnod part of an 
old dis])cusation now no longer in force, and that the teachings of the 
New d'estament aloiui constituie the (‘ssentiid guides to (Christian life. 
Another important ri;sult of our author's work will consisl. we think, 
in th(‘ development of a larger and mori' catholic s])irit in respect 
to the institutions essentially alieji to our own. .\s ho justly 
remarks:— 

“ In looking at this (jnestion of polygamy, wo must not confine 
our view U; tlur condition of English society, nor even to social con¬ 
ditions and sentiments of Christian nations generally. The subject 
is really one of univei’sal, world-wide importance ; it must bo looked 
at in reference to the whole human race. And, in the present day, 
when our own iutorconrso with the whoh^ world is so rapidly in- 
ci’oasing, with tlio many millions of those who y(‘t stand outsid(i tho 
pale of the Christian Church, but whom we are so an!jlliK^||pbo bring 
within its inthumce ; having regard to this great fact, we s,ay that 
it is moat especially necessary that we should bo able to rise above 
the narrow' prejudices by w'hich wo are here surrounded, that wo 
should deal with it on none other than fch(^ sure and solid ground of 
truth. If, indeed, tho system of polygamy is absolutely, positively, 
.and unquestionably forbidden by the law of Christ, then certainly 
our sacred duty to our Divine IMaster j-equires us to proclaim this 
bict, with all forbearance and all charity, but yet with all firmness, 
and faithfulness to the Church, and to the world; and not to 
admit any persons to the special privileges of tho (Church, unless 
they conform to this law. But, on the other hand, if, as we con¬ 
fidently affirm, this absolute and unquestionable law does not reallj'- 
exist; if it cannot be established on the authority of our received 
Scriptures—^the only ultimate- authority to which we can appeal— 
then certainly we hav6 no right to force onr own tvadvtiona and Tpre- 
judices on other nations, other races of men, whoso habits an^ cha¬ 
racters, whose moral and physical condition and requirements, are so 
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very different from our own. We raay say all that wo think just 
and necessary in the way of persuasion, to show them what we deem 
the greater advantages of monogamy ; but, at any rate, we have no 
right to insist upon this law, as a matter of religious obligation, 
where we cannot show the very clearest authority for doing so. 

” And, again; before we presum** to tirge upon these other nations 
th<* necessity or even thi* advantages of monogamy, there is this 
further very serious (pu'stion to be answered : Do we really practise 
anj'thing like strict monogamy among ourselves? How much 
polygamy really prevails among all classes of society—and polygamy 
in its worst form, in- tlui form of loos**, illicit, clandestine inter- 
coume ? These are questions whicli have a very practical bearing 
upon this matter of preaching monogamy to the rest of the world. 
11 is a fact which is generally admitted that in countries where 
jvdygamy is allowed, prostitution is almost unknown or is very rare; 
•ind there can be no doubt wliich of these two things is the most 
offensive in the sight of (lod, which is the most mischievous in 
its ])r{ictical c'ffects, both moral and physical. 

Assuredly, wo have a good deal to do in the way of setting 
our own house in order, in casting the beam out of our own eyes, 
before we can assume to correct all the rest of the world in this 
matter, to pull out the mote from our brother’s eye.’’ 

^Vhl•n entering on the. “ critical qui*stion of divorce and separation," 
our author says that it is to be determin«‘d sis a matter of pri/iu-iple — 
by wliich we understand him to mean the authority of the Hebrew 
Seri])tnre.ti—and adds : “ The. iirst quest ion is whether Marriage is 
altogi'ther incajmble of bi'ing dissolv<‘d by anything sliort of death ? ’’ 
'Phe story of making hlvt* ont of om* of Adam’s ribs, together with 
his exclamation, when “tin* liOrd God brought her unto” him, 
‘‘ 'J’his is now bone! of my liones anil llesh of my flesli,” w hich is 
i-elied upon as proof that marriage! is indissoluble, is adverted to by 
our author, wdio endeavours to show that it has no force as against, 
the in-actice of se])aration or divorce. We are not strongly im- 
l>r< *ssed w'ith his obseiwations concerning Ajlam’s declaration when 
I’lve was presi'nted to him; and, contenting ourselves by refemng 
om* readers to them (on ]ip. 53—4), we venture to add a few w'Oids 
resjiecting the story itself. 

How did Adam learn that Eve w'as bone of his bones and flesh of 
Ids fle.sh ? He was in a deep sleep while the surgical operation of 
**xtracting the rib and closing up “ the flesh instead thereof ” was 
l);Tfonued. Indeed, it appears from the record as if Adam were 
wlnlly unconscious of the creation of Eve, and wholly ignorant of 
the souTice from which she was produced. How he came to know 
that she-was bone of his bones and flesh of his flesh w’e are not told ; 
and ae find it diflicult to conjecture how lie got the infonnation. 
However, having acquired it, he might have been justified in pro- 
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nouncing himself and his wife as “ one flesh," and in declaring that, 
therefore, they should cleave to each other. But, as he had neither 
father nor mother, and as no such beings as human parents tlien 
existed, and, indeed, as no man except Adam and no woman exc(‘pt 
Eve was then on the earth, we find it difficult to understand how he 
came to utter the sentence, “ Therefore shall a man leave his father 
and his mother, and shall cleave unto his wife ; and they shall bo 
one flesh.” 

Of course, if Adam knew that one of his ribs had be<'n transformed 
into a woman, he was justified in declaring th(* woman bone of his 
bones and flesh of his flesh ; ” but as th<*re is reason to believe that 
no woman except Eve has been produced from a man’s rib, no man, 
except Adam, is justified in declaring any woman “ bone of his 
bones and flesh of his flesh.” Hence, as any such declaralion would 
have no foundation in fact, the argument for the indissolubility of 
marriage, based on the assertion that a man’s wife is “bone of his 
bones and flesh of his flt'sh,” is wholly untenabh*. 

Our author supports his case in favour of divorce, by citing certain 
well-known ]U’ecedents in favour of ilivorce—the first being that of 
Abraham’s “secondary wife,” llagar. Our author states that, 
“ although llagar is sometimc's called the. concubine of Abraham, 
yet slio was a wife in all essential ])articulars. ’J’he concubines of 
Scripture were, in fact, true and lawful wives, though generfilly 
holding a lowta* rank in the household, and not unfrefiucnt ly being 
bondwomen, as was llaf^r.” Of course', the inoro indisputabhi tho 
validity of her marriage tho more authoritativ<' as a ])recedout ■was 
her divorce, which, as we are assured by our author, “ took place 
under Almighty Clod—even against Abraham’s own ])ersonal inclina¬ 
tions, and his sense of justice and duty to his bondwoman.” 

The well-known facts of this case aro as follows:—Abraham’s 
wife Sarah, being childless, besought Abraham to accept her maid 
Hagar, saying, ‘‘It may bo that 1 may obtain children by her. 
And Abi’aham heai’kened to tho voice of Sarah,” who gave him 

Hagar to he his wife .When she saw that she had conceived, 

her mistress was despised in her eyes.” This was more than Sarah 
could bear; and, accordingly, she “dealt hardly” with Hagar, who 
“ fled from her face.” Hagar was found “ in the wilderness ” by 
“ the angel of the Lord,” who “ said unto her, Eetum to thy 
mistress, and submit thyself luider her hands.” Hagar returned; 
and during her stay at the patriarchal home the miracle of Sarah’s 

maternity occurred. Her child, Isaac, “ grew, and was w'eoned. 

Anfl Sarah saw the son of Hagar, the Egyi)t.ian, which she had borne 
nrto Abraham, mocking. Wherefore she said unto Abraham, Cast 
out tbiH bondwoman and her son; for the son of this bondwoman 
shall not be heir with my son, even with Isaac. And the thing was 
very grievous in Abraham’s sight because of his son” [Ishma^l]. 
But God told him to hearken to Sarah’s voice; and, accordingly, 
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“ Abraham rose up early in the morninff, and took bread and a bottle 
of water, and gave it unto Hagar, initf ing it on her shoulder, and the 
child, and sent her away; and she departed, and wandered in the 
wilderness of Heei'sheba. And the ^\rater w^as spent in the bottle, 
and she cast the child under one of the shrubs. And she went and 
isat her down over against him a good way off, as it were a bowshot; 
for she said, Let mo not see the death of the child. And she sat 
over against him ami lifted up her voice and wept.” 

Commenting on this interesting record, our author says: “Looking 
at the example Ijelbro us, and admitting, as it is only reasonable to 
do, tliat thoT'o is a certain general law which binds man and wife 
together, y('t we say it clearly cannot have that strict and inviolable 
character which some persons would claim for it; it cannot be abso¬ 
lutely essential to marriage, otherwise the Almighty would not be 
himself the lirst to break it, as the Ihble here represents Him to be.” 

Assuming the function of God's advocate and defender, our author 
fills three printed pages in explaining and justifying God’s command 
to Abraham to send Hagar awaj’- in the manner above mentioned, and 
wo cannot help thinliing that, while discharging his self-imposed 
task, he must have, felt his sense of justice greatly strained. His 
defence si'cms to us especially inettective and feeble; in concluding it, 
he says : “ Another point of much practical importance here stated is 
that, when Abraham rose np in the morning to fulfil the divine com¬ 
mand, he took bread and a bottle of water, and gave her what appeared 
sufficient for her immediate necessities; and, for the rest, there was 
God’s own promise of protection, to w'hich ho confided her. l%is, of 
fourscy was vnhf just and rraso7U(ble .'’' 

Now l(‘t us suppose that the facts of this case were at the present 
day submitted for the first time to any Englishman of average intelli¬ 
gence and education, .and fairly free from religious superstition—what 
would his judgment concerning it be likely to be ? He would have 
to be informed that it was in compliance with the urgent solicitude 
of Sarah that Abraham took Hagar as a “ secondary wife; ” that 
Sarah's only complaint against Hagar was that, having conceived, she 
prided herself on her increased impoidanco and made Sarah feel her¬ 
self despised; that Ishraael mocked her; and, most important of all, 
that the idea of Islnuacl becoming joint heir with Isaac to Abra¬ 
ham’s possessions was utterly repugnant to her. On these grounds 
—and on these only—she insisted that Abraham should cast out 
Hagar and Ishmael from their home. Abraham thereupon drove 
Hagar and her son awny, and sent them, homeless, into the desert, 
provided only with a piece of bread and a bottle of water. 

Of com’so reasons like to those which moved Abraham to put 
Hagar away would avail absolutely nothing in an English court of 
law as grounds for a divorce; but an. English court of law is very 
far from Ijeing a court of ideal justice; and for the very good 

* The italics are ours. 
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reason that it is iho interpreter and administrator of laws which, 
iliemselves, ai‘«* anything' but ideal; therefore we prefer to ask, 
What would be likely to be the judgment on the question of any 
sane Miiglishinan of average intelligence and education, and fairly 
free from religious superstition ? We believe he would denounce 
the comlnct of Abraham aa an exhibition of weak, unmanly sub¬ 
serviency to Sarah, and of mean and contemptible Ci-uelty to Hagar and 
her son—cruelty which would not have been justified had their atti¬ 
tude*, towards Sarah been ten times more offensive than if. actually wsis, 

'fhe fact that at this day—A.i). 1888—in the confro of European 
civilization, a man of no mean literary attainments and mental 
ability shovild come forward and gravely ])ro])Ose that Abraham’s 
conduct in tin* matter in (piestion shall form t>ne of the precedents 
according to which the sexual relations of men and women shall now 
and henceforth be regulated, is to \is simply an astounding marvel. 

If, as the llihle affirms, God ci)iinselled Abraham to give lieed to 
all fhat Sarah Invd said fo him and to do her bidding, the history of 
Abraham’s treatmenf of Hagar, nnder God’s direcfioii, is, m*vertheless, 
scarci'ly likely to be accepted, (wen by diwout. believ^ers in the divine 
authority of the Hebrew Scriptures, otherwise than as a nxord of 
God’s dealing with a people whoso moral nature had scarcely begun 
to dawn; but to suppose, it capable of intluencing modern thought 
and of moulding modem life is to indulge in one of those delusions 
chiefly found in lunatic asylums. 

In tin* twenty-first chapter of Exodus directions are given con- 
ceriiing domestic slaves. Two of them are as follows :—‘‘ If thou 
buy an Hebrew servant, six years ho shall serve*; and in the seventh 
lie .«hall go out free for nothing. ... If his motlu'i* have given him 
a wife, and she have borne him sons and daughters, the wife and her 
children shall ]je her master’s, and he*, shall go out by himself.” ’fhe 
interference here authorized by “ Holy Writ ” with the conjugal 
life of slaves by their nuister is adduced by our author as being “ in 
direct 02 )position to that theory which supposes tlio bond of marriage 
to be indissoluble, or to be lawfully dissolved only in the event of 
the wife’s adultery. ... It is (juite impossible to believe that God 
could over have been the Author of such a law as this, even for a 
temporary purpose, even for the Jews alone, if that tlieory w'ero an 
essential principle of marriage in his sight. . . . We are compelled by 
the force of truth to say that this enactment does appear harsh and 
tyrannical, and not consistent with our ideas of a legislation derived 
directly from the great Creator.” But, adds our author, “ single 
passages like these .... are not sufficient to overpower ihe great 
weight of internal evidence in favour of the divine character of the 
Bible.” Therefore, it was a divine ordinance which authorized a 
Jewish slave-ow*ner to separate husbands and wives for life; and, 
therefore, this ordinance is adduced as an additional reason that, 
according to the divine will, marriage is dissoluble on various grounds 
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—in tins instance, becaxiso if it were not the slave-owner would sufter 
loss ! Ot^^er passages are cited from the Hook of I)«nit«'i‘onomy by 
our author to euforccj his thesis; for example, if a beautiful woman 
be taken captive in war, and if her captor has “ a de.sire unto her," he 
may take her to his house, and after she has obs(*,rvt‘d certain for¬ 
malities, including mourning for her parents a full month, lie may 
become her husband; but if he have no delight in her, lie is 
authori/icd to ‘‘let her go whither she will." Our author asks, 
“ What jiidgiiKuit are we to pronounce on such apm'inissioii as this? " 
And he replies, “W^e must either give U]i the Hook of Deuteronomy 
altogi'ther, at h>ast as a book of divine authority, and with it we 
mu.st give up the Hook of Kxodus and the Hook of Genesis, too; or 
else wc must give up the tlu'ory of tho indissolubility of marriage as 
being a part of God's law." 

Our siutlior would, we KU])|X)se, be very sorry to give up tho Hook 
of Deulerononiy, for its twenty-first, chapter contains the most direct 
and explicit ordinance authorizing divorce contained in the Hible. 
It is as follows : “ When a man hath taken a wife ami married her, 
and it come to pass that she find no favour in his eyes ; . . . . then 
let him write her a bill of divorcement, and give it in her hand, and 
send her out of his housi'. And wlnm she is de])arte(l out of his 
house, she may go and bo another man's wife.' 'i'his ordinance 
provi*s, as it sc'enis to us, that a Jewish husband conld divorce his 
wif(5 for any slight cause, or, indeed, without any cause at all ; and, 
as our author observr-s, “tlio cause of oltiuice, W'hatever it might be, 
could not b(5 anything amounting to actual adultery, as that crime 
is already disposed of, and condemned with the penalty of death ’’— 
also, by the authority of a divine enactment, never, so far as w't‘ 
are a^vare, formally cancelled. 

The rt'turn of the Jews fi-om captivity took place in sevtn’al 
detjichments, chielly between bytJ and 457 ]}.c. A largi* number 
n*turaed under Ezra at the. latter date. “ It was at this t ime, vciy 
soon after their arrival in Jerusalem, that it was reported to l^zra 
that many of the Jews, either of those who had lately returned, or 
more pi-obably some who had returned iireviously—had made mar¬ 
riages "with th(^ ‘people of the lands;’ that is to say, with tho 
Canaanites, Ilittitcs, and other idoluti’ous tribes who had never been 
thoroughly extirpated tlrom the country: ” so that, as it is written in 
the Hook of Ezra, “ the holy seed have mingled themselves with the 
people of those lands : yea, the hand of the princes and rulers liath 
been chiijf in this trespass,” which “ w’os in direct violation of God’s 
express commandments, rejjeated on several occasions in the Mosaic 
law.” Under tho influence of Ezra, who was “ a ready scribe in the 
law tif Moses,” there “ assembled unto him out of Israel a very great 
congregation of men, women, and children,” and at this meeting it 
waj> losoived thac" those who had married strange vromen should put 
away their wives, “ and such as are born of them. . . . And Ezra 
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madp th('. chiof priosts, the Levites, and all Israel, to swear to do 
according to this word. And they sware."’ A systematic inquisition 
was made into all the cases of such sinful inamages by a commission 
of four, and a gtmeral divorce of tlu^ strange* wives was effected, .says 
our author, “ as oiu* of the most im|K)vtant things in the way t)f 
reformation, and reconciling the* ijeoplo to their tJod. And alto¬ 
gether it would seem that this ]-)roci*ediug was effected under divine 
guidance* and inspiral ion, as much as the work of any oth<*r propliet 
recorded in Scripture. " 

Our author asks how' far tlu* rc'ason for which these marriages 
wei’o dissolved “ may have any pnictical application for ourselves. . . . 
'I'here are still unl)(*lievers and (*ven idol{itt*rs of v'arious kinds, uii- 
lia])pily too numerous in the world, even in this age of knowledge, 
civilization, and (-hri.s1 ianity. And inasmuch ns our interc«)ur.«(* 
with all ])ai’ts of tlu^ world has been so greatly developed, (‘specially 
during the ])i’(*sent cejitiuy and this g('neration, probably the instances 
in which marriages an* contracted between Ohristians and these 
unb(‘li(*vers are not at all infreijiient.; and therefon* it becoim*s by no 
means mi idh* (|ue.stion to ask- -What should a CMiristian do in such 
*a case"? Tf he. finds that, either through ignorance, careles.sne.ss. or 
even wilfulness, ho has mad«* a mistake lu*rein, and that his own 
religious principlc.s, his peace, or tin* welfare of his children are 
being serioiLsly «*ndangered, does this ('.Kamjile of Mzra giv(^ him any 
guidance in such a real, practical difliculty ? Ought ho to toh*raf(‘ 
in his own house, ami wit h Jus own dir(*ct sanction, any proct*ediugs, 
any jirinciples, or any teaching wliich ant cloarlyMlishonouring to the 
(jod of heav»*n, or positively o])po.sed to his own religious convictions ? 

And it is not only with regard to professed idolaters or nube- 
lievers that this (jne.stion a]i])lies ; but wh<*ii wo consider how many 
poreons there are nowadays who are indeed Christians in narat*. and 
profe.ssion, ba])tized members of the (Christian Gliurch, but who hav(* 
reallv little or no Christian faith in their hearts : . . . , w<*. must sei^ 
that the practical application of this question, or of the principle 
involved in it, is very wide, indeed.” 

The passage above referred to in tlu* Pook of Kzra '' cl(*arly shows 
a fresh reason for separation; ” it also shows that, in the ca^o in 
question, though there was nothing to vitiate, the marriages in 
principle, it was judged e.xpedient tha.t they .should be dissolved ; 
and further, as our author tells ns, that this judgment was nijorml 
h}f the. dived com-mtiwl or authoniy of Ahnvjhiy God.” 

Now, if our bishops, the highly paid official intoqn'eters of the 
Bible which they declare to be Cod's Word, will only induce her 
Christian Majesty’s Ministers to bring in a Bill, and, by the help of 
their potent majority, to pass it into law, providing that Cod’s precedent 
recorded in tlie Book of Ezra shall be followed, and, accordingly, that 
every man who finds hirii'self yoked with an unbeliever or idolater, 
every man who “ through ignorance, carelessness, or even wilfulne.ss. 
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has made a mistake,” and has manied the woman ho ought not to 
have done, “ so that his own religions principles, his peace, or the 
welfare of his children are being seriously endangc’red,” may forthwith 
dissolve his marriage and b«‘ at liberty to marry again, half the diffi¬ 
culty which is ti’oubling the spirit of [Mrs. Oaird would be removed; 
and t.h(‘re would only remain tor her and her symjiathizing sisterhood 
the task of jiromoting and effecting the passage of a Bill on behalf 
of her «)wn sex, of a nature corrt'sponding lo that of the Bill just 
mentioned. Wlu'n that task shall have been accomplished, men and 
women will live on efjual terms, marriage and divorce will be matters 
of ])tir(‘ly jiersonal concern; and indeed the kingdom of heaven, in 
which, as (Jhrist announced, thciv, is neitlier nmriying nor giving in 
marriage, will probably be very near its realization on oai’lli. 

We have left oiinselves but little space in which to advert to 
our authoi*’s remarks on the teachings of the New '.restament in 
rc'spect to divorce. The mo.st striking passages, and which, no 
doubt, have exerted the greatest amount of iullncuce in forming 
(Jhri.slian opinion on those im])ortanl subji-cts, and thus in moulding 
Christian life, are as follows : “ Have yt^ not read, that lie which made 
them at the beginning, made them male and fimiale, and said, For 
this cause shall man leave father and mother, and shall cleave to his 
wife; and they twain shall be one tlesh ? Wherefore they are no 
more twain, but one flesh. What, therefore, God liaf h joined together, 
let 3iot man put asunder.” And sigain, in the 9th verse of the same 
chapter, it is said : “ VVhosoev(‘r shall put away his wife except it be for 
foniication, and shall many'’ another, committetli adnlteiy; and whoso 
marrleth her which is put away doth commit adultery" (Matt. xix. 
4, (), 9). We agree Avith om* author in the opinion that the reasons 
given in the first of these passages are decidedly vagne, “ that there 
is, as St. Paul declares, a certain mystery contained in these woi’ds, 
and that it is, perhaps, not easy to define their meaning very pre¬ 
cisely ; ” and that, in fact, it is difficult to see how they really have 
any practical beai'ing on the snbj'ect in (piestion. The second pas¬ 
sage appears at first sight to have much more force as a condemna- 
frion of divorce. But onr author makes what may, perhaps, be held 
to be a remark of considerable weight. He says: “ If a man t/or-s 
not put away his wife but marries another in addition, then, so far 
as these particular words go, he is certainly not convicted of adultery.” 

Tins argument seems to ns more skilful than sound; and, 
notwithstanding our author’s explanations, we are constrained to 
believe that the generally acceptt'd meaning of Christ’s emphatic 
Avords on this matter is the correct one. Paul’s view of the subject 
appears to differ considerably frotu that of Christ. In dealing 
with the question of the marriage of believers Avith unbelievers, and 
the difficulties which may arise between them in consequence of their 
diffi'rencc of ^ith, he says; “ Unto the married I command, yet not 
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I but the Lord, let not the wife depart from the husband: but if 
she depart let her remain unmarried, or be reconciled to her husband. 
And let not the husband put away his wife. .... But for the rest 
speak I, not the Lord. If any brother hath a wife that believeth 
not, and she be pleased to dwell with him, let him not put her away: 
and the wroman which hath an husband that believeth not, and if ho 

be pleased to dwell with her, lot her not leave him.But if 

the unbelieving depart, lot him depart. A brother or a skter is mt 
UTidcr bondage in such cases” * 

It is clear from the above that a very largo discretion in the matter 
of separation and divorce was accorded by Paul to the Christian 
disciples; and, inasmuch as the most civilized part of the %vorld is 
professedly Christian, Paul’s ordinations in this matter may bo fairly 
considered as generally applicable. With reference to the emphatic 
denunciation of divorce by Christ in the Sermon on the Mount, our 
author makes the following judicious remarks:—“ Jesus Christ was 
not here giving absolute laws either to the Jewish nation or to his 
own disciples; Ho was not exercising power as an earthly sovereign, 
promulgating a code of laws which was to bo enforced upon mankind 
by any external authority: but his precepts and his principles wore 
addressed to his hearers and followers personally, addressed to their 
consciences, to their hearts: they were spoken in the way of exhorta¬ 
tion and persuasion, warning and encouragement. They therefore 
set up a high standard of morality and purity, faith and obedience; 
higher than anything that was strictly commanded by the letter of 
the law; yet not on that account contradicting the law itself, in its 
spirit: a high standard which wo may all aim at for ourselves, though 
we may not attempt to enforce it, as a positive law, with its penalties 
attached, upon others.” 

There 'are numerous subordinate questions connected with the 
relation of the sexes discussed by our author. These we do not 
intend to deal with. Wo have purposely restricted ourselves to a 
review of the ordinances and doctrines respecting marriage and 
divorce which are contained in the Old and in the I^ew Testament, 
and which our author has presented in a convenient form for the appre¬ 
hension and consideration of his readers. It is clear from the brief 
review given in the preceding pages that there are three fairly distinct 
phases of thought, and consequently of practice, exhibited in tho 
sacred books in respect both to marriage and divorce. In tho 
primitive state of society represented by tho patriarchs the status of 
woman was especially low, and the treatment of her was corre¬ 
spondingly unjust. As among Oriental nations generally which still 
manifest in largo measure the conditions presented by the Jewish 
people during the early period of their history, as given in the Old 
Testament, the will of man was supreme, that of woman but of small 
account; and that -form of polygamy which especially recognizes 

\ The italics are ours. 
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practically the subserviency, and, indeed, more or less the slavciy, of 
woman prevailed, and divorce was freely practised by men according 
to their good pleasure, the claim of the woman to adequate provision 
in the event of being sent away not being recognized. A large 
measure of progress is exhibited in the society to which Paul’s 
admonitions and directions related, for, though ho undoubtedly not 
merely recognizc^il tho existence of polygamy and the facility of 
divorce, the general tenor of his teaching was in the direction of 
monogamy, and of indissoluble marriage as the ideal condition of 
humanity. But the highest conception of conjugal life which is put 
forward in the sacred writings is undoubtedly that expressed by 
Christ in his Sermon on tho Mount—a conception which, wo 
tlioroughly agree with our authoi’, needs to be understood in tho 
sense he has described. 

It seems to us that it behoves tho Christian world to recognize 
and ponder well tho different aspects of this question, as presented 
in the sacred writings, and to reflect on the fact that there are in one 
and the same book widely different teachings on this matter, arid 
therefore that it is human reason alone, guided by experience, which 
must ultimately determine what form of conjugal relation and what 
amount of liberty of divorce shall usually obtain with tho general 
consensus of civilized society. 

Our author’s work consists of thirteen chapters, to which is 
appended an instructive and able paper, entitled: “The Laws of 
England and Scotland as regards Marriage and Divorce, their Assi¬ 
milation and lieform,” by Mr. J. R. Davidson. Eleven of these 
chapters discuss the questions of marriage and divorce “ by tho light 
which the Scriptures throw upon” them. The twelfth and thirteenth 
discuss the same questions as questions of “ moral and social expe¬ 
diency ; ” and, notwithstanding that the writer denounces tho move¬ 
ment of tho present day “to put the wife on a level with the 
husband ” as “ against Nature, against universal history, against tho 
true well-being and happiness of married life; ” wo must signalize 
these chapters as a decidedly valuable contribution towards the eluci¬ 
dation of the subject which they treat. Indeed, we believe the work 
as a whole will prove of great service to the cause on behalf of 
which it was written. It is a compendious and accurate summary 
of scriptural precedents in respect both to marriage and divorce; it 
is calm and moderate in tone, eminently respectful to all forms of 
religious and social prejudice; and, throughout the author’s treat¬ 
ment of his important subject, while loyal to the Scriptural doctrines 
he has expounded, ho is thoroughly tolerant and practical, and 
advocates a reform likely, in our opinion, to conduce largely to tho 
w ell-being and happiness of mankind. 



CAUSES OF POPULAR SYMPATHY FOR 

IRELAND. 


Is them popular sympathy for Ireland ? If so, that is a new thing, 
lluring the seven centuries of the connection of that unfortunate 
country with Kngland sympathy has never existed among electors. 
At the end of the last centuiy there was, among extremis Jladicals, 
as much sympathy for Emmet ami Tone as them was among the 
Fox Whigs for Washington and l'’ranklin. A generation lattT there 
was po])idar sympathy for O’Connell and Shell, hut it was more for 
their brilliant [datform aid of English Ko.form, than from sympathy 
for the Irish question they represented. (\atholic emanciiiation was 
not popular among the working-cla.ss. In Birmingham, petitions 
against it were freely signed. Under religious inlluence the number 
of signatures was incretused. I’lu' terror of Rome played the same 
part then a.s the t(‘rTOr of separation does now. Alanuisl-s who did 
not believe what they said imposeil on those who did believe what 
lh(‘y heard. 'J’he Church, to preserve its ascendancy, did what the 
landlords do to-day to pi’eserve their interests. No doubt the 
territoriuUsts liave a sincere dread of Home Rule, but their interests 
ami their conduct create the belief that it is more terror for them¬ 
selves thau for the State. If it bo so, it is neither peculiar nor 
criminal—for other classes, when their unjust advantages are menaced, 
come to believe that should they be touched the State itself will 
collapse. 

If there be popular sympathy for the cause of Ireland, that is 
important, seeing that there now exists a popular franchise to giv(‘ 
effect to it. Lord Salisbury says the franchise is witli liini, and that 
it gave him a “ mandate ” of coercive action. If he believes iJiis. 
he is an ill-appreciated man, for he has a gift of credulity Ijeyond 
all human estimate. The people did not like Mr. Parnell much, 
but they liked Lord Salisbury less. The Tories who, as Mr. Bright 
is fond of saying, have been frecjuently “ convicted,” govern merely 
by a ticket-of-loave from the *' Unionists,” which will be called in 
at the next election. 

The question of giving the control of purely Irish affairs to the 
Irish people was never at the poll before the last election. Ireland 
did not succeed, and it would have been the wonder of the century 
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if it hail. Its failure was owin'? to imlignation and ignorance— 
indignation wliich Ireland had exciti'd against itself, and ignorance 
that Horne Rule alone could bring unity. 

If any one would understand tlu‘ significancir of the popular 
syin])athy which now pr<*vails, let him weigh Ihe provocations of 
dislike which only a year or two ago i*xisfed. 

'Phe character of Irish leaders has changi'd in Ihis generation. 
Ernigi’ation has done il. Finding the libei-ty. eipialily, and prosperity 
abroad, denied tlumi at home ; tlu‘ news of it made the peo])le at 
hoTUO intelligent and iin])atienf. I’he Irish nature is capable' of 
greater geni'rosity and gr(*ater aniinosily than any other nature 
known. Despair f'xoiti'd its hostility, and its hostility iiujrosed no 
limits on its detestation. It may be our fault that repellant advo- 
Ciil.es came iurward. 'Phe contempt, dependence and hojrelessness, 
which has bei'u the lot of Irishim-n under MnglLsh rule, may well 
hiive poisoniid their blood, for years they did their best to 
]n’ejudice the JJritish elector against them. The Irish were not 
only not liked—^they were disliked. It was part of their ])olicy to 
make thenisi'lves disliked—iiiid they succeeded. They acted on 
Jeremy Bi'iitham’s penricioiis juaxim—])ernicious, if taken without 
regard to the lime imd circumstiinci's under which hi' gave it—namely, 

that to g,ain any public end you must make the ruling powers 
uneasy.'’ This cov'i'rs iiritation, denunciation, detisiiice, insult, insnv- 
ri'ction. This ])olicy might he justifiable under a government of 
boroughraongers, a terrorized jness, jHMial disijualificatiou, and 
tyranny witliout redress, I’he policy of irritation is generally 
dangerous for a minority to adopt. Hatred begets hatred, and the 
stronger .are a]it to stamp out the weaker. 

With a free ]>r('S8, a free jfiatform, free voting, and a free Parlia¬ 
ment, with the fifty rejiresentatives in it which they had then—^many 
thought that a people who could not w'in freedom with such oppor¬ 
tunities did not know its own business. Believing they had nothing 
to hope, the Irish leaders thought there ivas nothing to fear. The 
old wit, which sent laughter through the land, flashed no- raoro; 
oi-ators of the old classic eloquence,'who arrested attention, compelled 
admiration in the indifferent, and filled the lu'arts of adversaries with 
remorse and respect, were succeeded by sombre agitatoi’s who 
lowered the great Parliament in which they sat. Mr. Bright, so 
often generous, was indignant and unforgiving. A Quaker always 
finds it harder to forgive than other men, because, having a passion 
for justice himself, he resents its disregard by others, and because he 
has an “ inner light ” which he tokes to bo unerring—while the outer 
light of other men is only commensnmte. with their accuracy of sight 
and range of facts. Home Rule—^the instinct and pride of English¬ 
men, and the element of growth and safety in eveiy nation capable 
•of life and progress—Mr. Bright became persuaded was a dangerous 
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gift to Ireland, and protested he would be no party to a “ surrender." 
as though such surrender was a crime—forgetful that eveiy act of 
jnsf ice is a “ surrender ” of wrong. It does go against a man of 
spirit to concede even juslic(‘ to those who do not. scniph' to demand 
it olfeitsively. ft is against the national sense of self-respj'Ct to 
describe or think any clas.s of our conntiymen base. And it is just, 
to remeinb<‘r that mmf.lemen as well as workmen will show resent- 

O 

rnent under hateful accusation. Lord Montague, s])eaking in the 
House of Lords in Queem Elizabeth's days, exclaimed : “ Understand¬ 
ing may be ]KTsuaded, bnt not forc(*d. What. m;ui is there so without 
courage and stomach, or void of all honour, that he will swejir that 
he thinketh tlu' contrary to what, he think('th Irish leaders had 
made the TJritish elector “ think ” vtay evilly of tlunn, and thousands 
found it n'pugnant and iinjiossibh' to say at. the poll tlio contrary ol' 
what they thought. 

Irish leaders have to thank themselves that this distrust prevailed. 
What Jilnglishman can apiiroach the House of Commons without 
shame and indignation ? Its corridors ami collars are ci’owdod with 
detectives. I^lectors are only admitted to the lobbies with criminal 
precaution. St. Stephen’s, which for eight centuries has been as 
open and fearless as English courage, now has its cowardly doors 
closed because an Irish dynamiter once crept about the hall; while 
th(i Parliament Houses of Ottawa, ten times more exposed Jind 
oftener attacked by the same emissaries, suffer no restriction caused 
by terror to d(',gTade them in the eyes of the foreigner who visits the 
capital. It is not wonderful if thousands of electors, at the ballot- 
box. hat('d the Irish who furnished a ])re(ext for this humiliation. 

’fliis was not. all. They endeavoured to destroy Engli.sh Liberalism 
at. the poll. When did the Tories do anything for Ireland ? When 
did they not oppose overy Liberal measure intended for Irish advan¬ 
tage, and defaim' and denounce the Minister who pnjposcd it? Who 
created and sustained the always hated “ Castle ’’ Government in 
Dublin—but the Tories? Yet the Irish had voted for them and 
against the Liberals who had borne indigiiity and despite in defence 
of the Irish cause. Could tho British elector forget all this within 
six Tuonths ? Could ho forget so soon that Irish Liberals had done 
their best to subject hirp to the disastrous rule of tho Tories. Could 
he become all at once enthusiastic to vote for the freedom of hi.s 
Irish electoral enemy ? 

Yet within a few months of the Irish doing this it came to pass 
that the British elector was asked to vote for them. Tho time between 
these things and the election was too short in w'hich to let 

" True reconcilement grow, 

Where wounds of deadly hate 
Had pierced so deep.” 

The masses scarcely knew whom they detested most—tho authors 
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of theso outrages or tlie Tory party whos«‘ policy had produced them, 
and while they hesitated at the poll, Tiord Salisbury slipped into 
office with Unionist connivance, and lie calls this haring the “ man¬ 
date ” of the people. It is not often that passion and rese,ntment 
on the part of th(‘. people diminish their sympathy for a struggling 
nation, hut it did so at the last election. It implied a noble sym¬ 
pathy then that nearlylom'-half of all the votes recorded* should be 
given to Iri'land, and implietl intelligence and generosity in the 
“masses’’ who thus voted for it, sullk-rent to make the Irish and 
British ])eoplo friejids for evermore, as they will be. Tlu' conduct 
of tin* Irish in voting for Tories does not seem so bad as it looked, 
now Libei’al “ Unionists ” do the sami* thing. The Irish members 
had the excuse of having but a foi'h)rn hope bt'foro them. Tin* 
Knglish I’nionists were in no such strait. 

’Klio English people hav<' taken it into their heads now, that the 
Irish niition is treated ill in a degree that discredits England in the 
eyes of foreigners, Trishinim may not be all we wish, but wo have 
made them what they are. In a proc('ssion of 100,000 in London, 
4'0.000 men and women may be observed wearing the green. This 
has never before been seen in England. ^The outrage of evictions for 
I’cMit which was never duo in eciuity, and the intentional humiliation 
of gentlemen to deter them from taking the part of the people, 
have dulled the wonder that some men have been driven to try 
.•issassinatiou. If Englishmen had beeii so treated they would have 
committed it, aud none who had similarly suffered would have been 
eager fo testify against them. The onslaught in Trafalgar Square, 
when armed men killed unarmed men and wounded 500, and the 
authorities I’efused to give the namt's of the' assailants, led English- 
me'ii to think that the Irish people who refused to give up their 
friendless countrymen, were less criminal than opulent authority 
which shielded police crimes, lu this Jind many other ways popular 
sympathy has inclined to Ireland. 

It is singular that after the secession of the Liberals it was Mr. 
Bright who first turned popular feeling in favour of the Irish by repre¬ 
senting those who took sides with Mr. Gladstone, as being so many 
Cook’s tourists, “ personally conducted.” What is genius and great 
l>oHtical experience for, except to “ personally conduct ” those who 
.are without it ? Happy are they, who, less gifted, are “ personally 
conducted ” by those who are known to know and can be trusted. 
Doj's not every great teacher “personally conduct” all whom he 
iu-stnicts and influences? In no Parliament, are there more than 
fifty men showing commanding capacity for public affairs, and do 
not they “personally conduct” the House, and fortunate is the 

^ 'I'hc total votes given were 2,755,190, of which Tories and Unionists id alliance 
obtained 1,410,472. and Mr. Qladstone for Irish ijustice 1,3^,718, within 78,000 of 
being lialf the electors voting. ■ 
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House that has as many members witliin it capable of doing it. 
Mr. Bright has personally conducted ” the Liberal party for many 
yoai's, and wo wen* proud to follow him as we are proud to follow Mr. 
(Gladstone, and as we shall follow Mr. Bright again, where our judg¬ 
ment goes with his policy. Ho and Mr. Chamberlain will not cease 
fo b(‘ regarded Avith honour and gratitude for what they have done, 
(leasing to seiwe can never cancel priceless service rendered. 

Nevertheles.s. Mr. Bright’s singular disparagement of those vrho 
followed tin* h'ading of the wise, excited suspicion that dissent 
from Mr. (iladstone’s Irish policy denoted some change in the habit 
of Liberal judgnu'nt. Jt had been plain for many years that all 
who had class interests to ]>resorve distrusted Mr. Gladstone, because 
when he becalm* convinced that a thing was right he took increasing 
trouble to givt* elfect to his conviction ; and neither neglect, nor in¬ 
gratitude, nor enmity, deterred him from doing what he conceived 
to lx? just. It was appari'iit now that all who had motive.s for dis¬ 
placing him or d(*stroying him, were encouraged by the action of 
thos(* who called themselves “ Unionists.” All these were ready for 
anything which could bring mischief to the great Minister. When 
this came to be perceived the gratitude of the people was moved to 
.sympathy, not only toAvards Mr, Gladstone, but towards the country 
which he AAas the first ^linister to befriend, and Avhich had so many 
intiirested enenu<*s. 

l*ri*judice. the .spid(*r of the mind, AA*eaves webs that .slmt out light. 
'Phe minds of the governing class(*s are full of Irish spiders; but 
the minds of the people* are not troubled Avith them. They have 
lived thomseh'es under the statemanship of hatred, and know the 
nitaliation it generates. Ben Jonson wrote— 

“ 'Phere is a way of winning more by love than fear, 

Force Avorks on servile natures, not the free.” 

* • 

They thought force had had its day, and that Mr. Gladstone was 
right in acting on Garibaldi’s advice and trying justice; and, there¬ 
fore, sympathy went’out to Ireland. 

If a physician had prescribed the same remedy twenty times, his 
patient always growing worse, he would be thought, not merely 
incompetent, but mad. When the people saw statesmen who, after 
coercion had been prescribed eighty-six times, and the country aggra¬ 
vated and depraved by it, prescribed it for the eighty-seventh time, 
their sympathy Avas excited for a people made the subject of so many 
futile' and murderous experiments. 

Next, the country was told that self-government was denied 
to Ii^land because the Parliament of boroughmongers chosen 
under a corrupt and limited suftirage, had bottomless rottenness, 
although it was well known that the rottenness was English 
made. If unfitness for freedom be an argument against it, no people 
VoL. 130 .—Nd. 4 . EE 
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woTild ever obtain it. If a nation be not fife for self-government;, the 
only remedy is to let it learn fitness. To say that the Irish are not 
to have municipal power until they know how to use it, is to reason 
like Macaulay’s fool, who said ho would never go into the water until 
he had learned to swim. No sensible and impartial person could fail 
to feel sympathy towards a country so treated. 

The English people were further moved in favour of Irish self- 
government by a knowledge of the facts of Irish history and govern¬ 
ment lately diffused abroad, of which, before, they were unaware, 
or to which they had no strenuous motive for giving attention. 
The Irish ireople, brought up without municipal training, are 
demoralized, and demoralize, more or less, every community in other 
lands which admits them to citizenship. Everywhere they have 
been a reproach to England. Wherever they find government they 
have been “ agin it,” because the only government they have known 
at home has always been “ agin ” them. Because the Irish have, in 
self-defence, been law-breakers, they are thought to be law-haters. 
They break Saxon-made laws, but they will not permit their own 
laws to be broken when they make them themselves. This is seen 
in Land League laws, to which their ob(‘dience is as “thorough” as 
Strafford could wish it. Even a century ago, Arthur Young tells ns, 
“ The Whiteboys lasted ten years. Very remarkable was the sur¬ 
prising intelligeuct^ among the insurgents, wherever found. It was 
universal and almost instantaneous. The numerous bodies of them, 
at whatever distance from each other, seemed animated by one zeal, 
and not a single instance was known, in that long course of time, of 
a single individual betraying the cause. The severest threats and 
the most splendid promises of reward had no other effect than to 
draw clos('r the bonds which cemented a multitude apparently so 
desultory. Acts were passed for their punishment which seemed 

calculated for the meridian of Barbary.Yet the real cause of 

the disease lay in those who passed the Acts, and not in the wretches 
they doomed to the gallows.” Young exclaims, “ Let the rulers 
change their own conduct entirely, and the poor will not long riot. 
Treat them like men who ought to be free as yourselves.” The 
working-classes in England have not until late been so well treated 
or well trusted by their own rulers as not to understand this. There 
will no doubt be tyranny in Ireland when it has its own fortunes in 
its own hands: we are not without it in England. But the Irish 
may say, with Byron— 

“ Tyrants—but our masters then 
Will be at least our countrymen.” 

The English working-class would not be human if they did not 
acquire sympathy for a country of so many misfoitimes. They see 
that the restlessness ,of Ireland is not causeless. The people of that 
coxmtiy have endured for 700 years what would make EngUaxmen 
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mad in a month. From the early days of their English master the 
Irish had reasons for resentment. Ohauoer invented an Irish 
parentage for Wicked Tongue— 

“ So full of cursfed rage 
It well Agreed with his linedge; 

For him an Irish-woman bare.” 

There is no argument against the permanence of liberty and union 
in Ireland, save the language of Irish leaders when they despaired of 
liberty, and terms of i^wenge were the only consolations of their 
pride. 

“ It does give some sense of power and passion 
In helpless impotence to fashion 

Defiant words, howe’er uncouth.” 

What was the characteristic of Birmingham as late as 1830—^before 
Mr. Bright knew it, and when Mr. Chamberlain Wtas at school ? The 
“ friends of the people,” as they called themselves, after the manner 
of Marat, were listemed to with greedy ears. The wilder th<< 
speeches the more they were, applauded, because their extravagaixco 
implied sympathy and indignation. With their audiences despair 
was hereditaiy. Invasion itself w'ould have excited but acquiescence, 
or, peradventuri', welcome, such as the Berlineso gave when Bonaparte.* 
entered their city. Jii any change of masters there was hope, since 
the prospects of the working-class could not, it w-as thought, be 
worse. Then fairness was regarded as feebleness. There was 
imthing too m£id to be believed, nothing too malignant to be said, 
and that, not of alien rule, but of a class in the same town. Hundreds 
made anus secretly. Passive spectators of the riots and the fires 
of the Bull Ring did not wonder at their occurrence. Who¬ 
ever judges the capacity of Birmingham for freedom, tolerance, and 
self-government by the language and acts of that time would judge*! 
it as Ireland is judged to-day. The Irish revolt at the inferiority of 
treatment to which they are subjected in every part of the world, 
because their country has no equal place in the family of nations. 
Mr. H. L. Godkin, editor of the Nation, New York, has told us of 
this. Accord Irish people the means and dignity of self-government, 
and they will become our proud and equal allies; and there can be no 
valid alliance and no unity sav«‘ between equals. 

Every discussion-class Radical knows that the ill-feeling of the Irish 
has the same basis as had that of the French, when England sought 
to control their internal afiairs. In the Jesuit School at Kensington, 
to which*Sheil was sent to be educated in 1805, there were French 
West Indians, and little French emigrants from Paris, without a 
groat in their pockets. The boys, whose fathers had been expelled 
from France by th^ Revolution, and to whom England had afforded 
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helter and given bread, manifested the ancient national antipathy 
to England as strongly as though they had never been nursed at 
her bosom and obtained their aliment from her bounty. Whenever 
news ai'rived of a victory by Bonaparte, “ I can never forget,” 
said Sheil, “ the exultation with which the sons of the decapitated, 
or tho exiled, hailed the triumph of the French arms and the 
humiliation of England.”* 

English legislation, which prohibited Irish trade and coinmerce 
when the people were disposed to engager in them, killed the senti¬ 
ment of industry in the land, and made the nation mendicant. It 
is known in every workman’s family, that youths reared without 
occupation, or due reward for their industry, become demoralized 
and shiftless, hopeless and reckless. So does a nation when treated 
in the same way. It is thus that mon^ knowledge and more reflec¬ 
tion htis pi^oduced a sympathy for Ireland unfelt before. At the 
last election many farm-hands were turned against the Irish by 
being told the result of Home Buie would be that the Irish would 
come over to England in greater numbers than ever, and underbid 
them in the harvest-field. The farmers who said this encouraged 
the Irish all tlu^ while to come over—^they being in favour of “ Irish 
Cheap Labour,” and these farmers feared Homo Buie because it 
would render Ireland a country in which its people would have 
reasons for remaining. The farm-hands were too ignorant to see 
this. 'l’lu‘ Irish have no taste for being driven out of their own 
country, to hawk their labour about England and make themselves 
hated by their fellow labourers here. Thus the English labourer is 
jJivjudiced against the Irish. What Free Traders were to the farmers, 
the Irish were to the fann labourers. This ignorance has ended 
noAv, and sympathy has taken its place. 

Neither in town nor country could any workmen be found at the 
last <dex;tion who believed that Home Buie implied separation, nor 
did any believe that anybody else believed it. When Lord Grey do 
Wilton was addressing the electors at Gorton, he said “ he had 
alw ays been in favour of the Union.^’ “ Yes,” answered one of them, 
we all know that your sort be in favour^^of the Union ”—meaning 
the workhouse. 

When the late Parliament met, Mr. Gladstone was called upon, 
on all sides, to say what he would do. Having explained what he 
would do, he took steps to do it, as an honest Ihremier should. 
This precipitated an election, and then he was charged with causing 
“ disruption.” The disruption of party is no new thing. The Anti- 
Coni Law League was a disrupttor. Liberals were advis^ by Mr. 
(’obden to vote for Tories who would vote for the League. In the 
late Presidential election in America, the Oobden Club gave their 
influence on the side of the Tory President, Cleveland, whose party 

* Macnevin’s Lift of if. L, Sheil, p. 9. 
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favoured Free Trade, and against the llcpublican candidate, l^laine, 
because ho befriended Protection, The opijonents of Free Trade in 
England had “conscientious convictions.” They saw not only dis¬ 
memberment, but ruin of the nation, in Free Trade. Their “ inde¬ 
pendent convictions ” did not save them from being thrust aside at 
the poll. Members of Parliament, and Governments also, go down 
when their honest scruples are opposed to the necessities of national 
progre^. Then members are “ made into delegates ” without hesi¬ 
tation. The will of the people can only be expx*essed by those 
who represent it. They who most complain of others acting on 
their convictions, act resolutely and remorselessly upon their own. 
We question neither their motives, nor their patriotism, nor their 
sincerity. But the duly of acting on honest belief is the obligation 
of both sides upon a gr('at question, and is neither intolerance, nor 
ingratitude, nor political crime. 

'Phe lost Home Hide Bill was the fii*st bill introduciid into the 
English Parliament this ciuitiiry which touched the Irish heart. 
The people shared none of llu'! trcipidat ion of those who told them 
that Home Rule was ‘^sprung u|X>n” them. What must the Irish 
people think, to be told, afh'r oighty-six years of hungen* for nation¬ 
ality, that the proposal of it comes all too soon. If it bo “ sprung ” 
upon us, that is the mercy of it. lMi(*re are those of us who r<'- 
member when it took ten ycara of agitation of a right before we 
could find an adventurous Memb(‘r of Parliament to put a question 
upon it “ in the House,” and ten yeai’s imne passed over our heads 
before wo could hope to see a Bill brought in to give effect to it, and 
none of us expected to live long enough to see it carried. Now the 
happy day has come when gn'at reforms are “ sprung upon us.” 
The people saw in Mr. Gladstone the first Premier of England who 
over had any “ spring ” in him. They would be imbecile did not 
this excite their admiration. 

Nobody denies that landlordism and the coercion necessary to 
collect the landlord’s minous rents have been a fruitful cause of Irish 
alienation. Mr. Gladstone’s proposal to buy out the landlords by the 
method he devised, would have been economy. Ireland is to us what 
slavery was to America. Had thex’c been a great statesman in 
that country, who had made the extinction of slavery a Government 
ijuestion, every slave in the United States might have been freed for 
less than, his weight in silver. In the noble bxit profligate war that 
ensued, the American people paid their full weight in gold for their 
emancipation, and gave a million lives of their own citusens besides. 
Even Tories put out placards caljjng ilpon country electors “ to 
vote against giving 150 millions to Irish landlords.” As there will 
never be another offer made of that kind, this injunction was taken 
as approving of confiscation of landlord property. It was sanction¬ 
ing a No-Rent ” vote in England. Tories and “ Unionists ” have 



426 


The fVestminster Review, 


planted that doctrine wliere it will grow. Anyhow it produced 
sympathy for tho Plan of Campaign which was at least more honest 
than the Unionist proposal. 

Tho Timi.^ went mad, beyond the power of M. Pasteur to save 
it, raved every morning, and has been trying ever since to bite 
the working-classes without succeeding. Their sympathy has saved 
them. 

Willi a grossiiess of imputation whicli Eossa or an Al^rchist 
would envy, tho Times charged Mr. Gladstone with iidemling separa¬ 
tion, disunion, dismemberment and the eflacement from the national 
Hag of tho arms of Ireland. The jjeople saw that the opposite was 
true, and that Mr. Gladstone’s measures were designed to prevent 
these things occurring. Those who differed from Mr. Gladstone’s 
measures might think they would tend to the evils they described. 
But tendency is not intention. 

Not this alone, but the charges made in “ Parncllism and Crime ” 
pi*ovoked a contempt out of which large sympathies sprang. When 
the charges were repeated in Parliament, and the Irish members de¬ 
manded inquiry, it was denied. Even the Liberal Unionists voted 
against it. Engli.sh gentlemen never before were known to bring 
deadly charges and refuse to meet the challenge of tho accused. 
Every honest man of English spirit gave his sympathy to a party 
whose accusers acted in a manner which, in Irishmen, would be de¬ 
scribed as proceeding from venom and cowardice. 

Popular sympathy with Ireland is not discouraged by the virulence 
with which Irish leaders are assailed. Not many years ago Mr. 
Bright was denounced in the House of Commons as Mr. Parnell is 
now. For two sessions there was no Toiy speaker who did not 
say something contemptuous or insulting of Mr. Bright. If any 
man was concerned in any cause Mr. Bright had defended, he was 
assailed with the same offensiveness, until Mr. Bright’s approval of 
anything ensured its condemnation. Yet all the while these de¬ 
monstrative speakera had made up their minds to accept the great 
extension of which Mr. Bright was the great advocate. This noi¬ 
some rancour was emitted to conceal their retreat. Any one might 
have applied to tho Opposition the lines in which Whittier described 
the collapse of the Copperheads in America :— 

“ Not all at once did the skunk curl up, 

We saw it bounce and heard it lie; 

But all the while it was looking about 
For a hole in which to die." 

It must be owned that the Ei^lish taxpayer is moved somewhat 
by sympathy for himself. He no longer sees what advantage it is 
to a commercial nation like England, which has need of economy in 
taxation, to pay eight millions a year to prevent the Irish people 
managing thrir own affairs—^for, all things counted, it does not cost 
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ns less. He objects to having to pay the expense of a perpetual 
war in Ireland in order to collect the unjust rents of landlords. 

All this century the English people have heard reproaches of 
French Eevolutionists for their treatment of their King. Burke 
called upon the swords of Europe to leap from their scabbards to 
avenge the detention of an intriguing Queen. But King and Queen 
had a largo roomy prison. The King could have wife and family 
around him, and nothing to do. All could sit up as long as they 
pleased, and rise when they chose. While, in Ireland, gentlemen, 
kingly in the regard of the nation, are imprisoned with rigour, put 
to degrading labour, subjected to privation and outrage,, and the 
indignity put upon them made the subject of ribald jest by Lord 
Salisbury—the like of which has not been heard since the brutal 
days when Canning described a political opiionent as “ the revered 
and ruptured Ogden.’’ By the side of the Tory-Unionists’ Govern¬ 
ment the French Revolutionists were gentlemen of delicacy and 
good feeling. The sympathy of every man of self-respect must go 
out to Ireland. 

The Unionists confinn and increase it. lu America when a man 
supports principles opposed to those he professes to hold he is 
called a political crank. This is what the Dissentient Liberals have 
done. Liberalism no longer knows its ero-timo leaders. Their 
voice is changed. Milton describes another famous group, who 
unexpectedly found that an evil alliance had consequences. When 
Lucifer, before his followers— 

“. . . . stood, expecting 
Their universal shont and high applause 
To fill his car; when, contrary, he hears 
.... the sound 

Of public scorn; he wondered, but not long 
Had leisure, wondering at himself now more; 

His visage drawn he felt to sharp and sp.are j 
Hi.s arms clung to his ribs, his legs entwining 
Each other, till supplanted down he fell 
* « « * • 

Reluctant, but in vain; a greater power 

Now ruled him. 

.... He would have spoke. 

But hiss for hiss returaed with forked tongue 
To forkM tongue, for now were all transformed 
Alike, to serpents all, ae accessories 
To his bold riot: . . .^. 

.... horror on them fell, 

And horrid sympathy; for what they saw, 

They felt themselves now changing; down their arms, 
Down fell both spear |tnd shield, down they os fast, 

And the dire .... form 

Catched by contagion. 

.... Thus was the applause they meant 
Turned to exploding hiss, triumph to shame 
Cast on themselves from their own mouths.” 
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These celebrated Dissentient angels were not more changed 
from what they were than are the Liberal Unionists fi'oni what 
we knew them, before they enlisted in the Tory sor\dce. No 
matter. Sinc<5 Mr. Gladstone has given the imperishable country 
the splendid offer of nationality, unforeseen speeches* of gratitude 
have been heard, which show that Irish leaders are still capable of 
the nobler manner. They have no longer to resent reluctant, ped¬ 
dling, and dubious amelioration. Self-government has been made 
inevitabhi by the great Minister who is their friend ; and what Mr. 
Huntly McUarthy describes as the “ sunless ccuituries ” are over. Let 
those friendly to Ii’eland who have anger think of it at the ballot- 
box. It is the essena* of Ijiberalism to be obediiuit to the law, but 
not to allow any class of men to stand up and say they are the law. 
'rixe business of Liberals is to stand by thi'ir principles. St. 
Augustine said; “Men should work as though there was no help 
in heavcm, and pray as though there w’as no htdp in themselves.” 
Let all Liberals, by having no animosity, rancour, or vituperation 
for any who have ci'ast'd to stand on their side, make it possible for 
adversaries to help them; but, at the same time, always working 
as though there were no help in anybody but themselves; and tlu'ir 
sympathy for Ireland, which is real now, will bt* practical and 
effective. 
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Amoncj tho various social problems connected with the advance of 
modem civilization there is not one which receives, or, indeed, which 
demands, more serious attention than that which deals with tin? 
numerous and varied evils resulting from extreme poverty. At the 
present time there is no civilized country of any importance which is 
not to some extent beset by difticultics and dangers arising out of tin* 
discontent and more or loss ill-defined aspirations of tho poor. On 
every hand the. conviction seems to be gaining ground among those 
constituting thb lower strata of society that they have just cause for 
complaint against the existing ordcir of things, and that their inability 
to improve their position is due either to tho selfishness, injustice, and 
folly of the classes above them, or to certain alleged defects in the 
social and political systems {imid which they live. The wild ami 
incoherent ravings of the Jlnssian Nihilists, and the vague complaints 
and shadowy schemes of those who ti*nn themselves Socialists and 
Anarchists in Western Kuropo and the IJjiited States of America, are 
based in tlm main upon one geiu'ral idea, and this consists in the 
assumption that the ills endured by the low<*r grades of society are 
the results of injustice and oppression, and that, therefore, souu“ 
artificial method of counteracting them is to be found. As regards 
the reality of these ills it is unnecc'ssary to speak, for on this point 
there is, unfortunately, no room for discussion, 'fhey are only too 
manifest, and, what is worse, they seem almost to keep pace in growth 
with tho advance of civilization itself. Every year adds visibly to 
the general prosperity and enlightenment of the world, and increases 
man’s power of controlling the forces and physical conditions by 
which he is surrounded; but, notwithstanding these advantages, there 
seems thus far to be no perceptible diminution in the proportion of 
those who are engaged in a dreary and monotonous struggle for the 
bare means of existence. Upon the vaiious phases of misery and 
wretchedness consequent on this condition of things it is unnecessary 
to enlarge, as they are familiar to us all. Every man admits their 
reality, and it is only when tho question of remedies ai’ises that 
opinions begin to differ. Here all seems to be uncertainty and doubt, 
for the means suggested for improvement are well-nigh endless in 
variety and number. 

Whilst extrenjs reformer of the Nihilist and Anarchist types 
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maintain that the chief requisite is to destroy the existing otder of 
things in order to have a clear space for the reconstruction of society 
upon a new basis, those whose convictions are less thorough profess 
to have discovered the causes of the world’s miseries iiijp great variety 
of sources. The iinperfections of political institutions, the unfair 
incidence of taxation, the uncontrolled influence of competition, the 
tyranny of capital, the absence of restrictions upon the accumulation 
of wealth by individuals, the want of regulations affecting the hours 
of labour, the defects in systems of land tenure—these and many 
oth(>r causes too numex-ous to mention are again and again pointed 
out as the influences to which the great social ills of modem times 
must be attributed, and in the reforms and amendments these faults 
and deficiencies seem to demand we are assured that, the means of 
escape are to be found. The mere diversity of the remedies pro¬ 
posed shows how great is the uncertainty that prevails with respect 
to the origin of what may be termed the material miseiies of life; 
in fact, upon one point only can there be said to be anything like 
unanimity of opinion, and that is the assumption that the evils are 
curable. And here the agreement is certainly well justified, for in 
the natural conditions surrounding man’s lot there is nothing which 
renders it inevitable that any appreciable ])roj)oi'tion of the human 
race shall be doomed to rfunaiu the sport of eveiy adverse circum¬ 
stance as is at jiresent the case. So far as the conditions are 
concerned, it is within the limits ^of possibility that every man shall 
live in practical security against all the hardships attendant on 
povei*ty; and, although such a contingency may appear altogether 
visionary and utopian, a consideration of the circumstances under 
which its realization would be pos.sible might be useful as a means of 
indicating the true sources of the ills at present endured. 

By a large number of persons the grinding poverty, and all its 
attendant misery, vice, and wretchedness, which exist like plague- 
spots even in the midst of the most civilized nations, are looked upon 
as a portion of the misfortunes inseparable from man’s lot. But the 
victims of these sorrows, as we have already remarked, are beginning 
to manifest a decided inclination to question the soundness of such a 
theory. To them the problem is as bitter as it is perplexing; and, as 
they are naturally unwilling to adopt a solution which would place 
any part of the responsibility for its existence upon their own 
shoulders, they are compelled to call in question the justice of exist¬ 
ing arrangements and institutions. They are disposed to cut the 
Gordian knot by assuming that equity demands a more equal distri¬ 
bution of wealth, and that those who possess more than their propor¬ 
tionate share of means must have gained their advantage by tres¬ 
passing on the rights of their less fortunate neighbours. There is a 
steadily growing belief that the poor have a just cause for complaint 
against society generally; and, filthongh the conviction that such is 
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the case may still be somewhat vague and indefinite, it already exerts 
a considerable inflnence, not only upon the opinions of the pool' 
themselves, but also upon those of some of their most ardent cham¬ 
pions. The spectacle presented by the social condition of our great 
cities, the harsh contrast between the luxury and the debasing penury 
and squalor which surround different sections of their inhabitants, are 
only too well known. They have been dilated upon and described 
until the very reference to them seems trite and commonplace. But 
the noteworthy fact about the ndlectious of those who descant most 
freely upon such phenomena is the similarity of the inferences left to 
bo drawn therefrom. They almost invariably point to the conclusion 
that the responsibility for these extreme differences rests mainly upon 
the shouldera of the more favoured sections of society. Their authors, 
it is true, usually imply rather than express reproach. They refer 
to these inequalities chiefly by insinuations, and carefully avoid enter¬ 
ing into particuhirs which might prove embarrassing to the conclu¬ 
sions at which they desire to arrive. It is difficult to assail the 
easy-going economists wlio proceed in this manner, seeing that they 
rarely make explicit' ehargt'S, or state expressly the kind of remedies 
they have to suggest. In fac't, it is cl(*ar that in the majority of 
cases they have none to offer. Actuatc'd in some instances by mere 
unreflecting sympathy, and in others by the knowledge that their 
comments will find a grateful echo in thousands of hearts, they pro¬ 
ceed to compart; the superabundance of wealth enjoyed by one class 
of society with the havdshijis tnidured by another, and then to suggest 
whether the contrast does not imply the existence of a positive in¬ 
justice. At the first glance this form of argument, if such it may 
be called, may ap]>ear hannless enough ; but if it has nothing like a 
solid foundation in fact, its influence must be highly pernicious, 
seeing that it can serve only to draw att(*ntion from the quarter in 
which the true sources of the evil are to be found. 

It is a fact worthy of not(^ that in most ages poverty has been 
regarded as something akin to virtue, or at all events as a qualifica¬ 
tion entitling its victims to a degree of sympathy closely bordering 
on esteem. That such should have been the case is perhaps natural, 
for this view of the spbject has proved acceptable to rich and poor 
alike. To the former it has afforded a convenient opportunity for 
exercising the noblest feelings of which human nature is possessed, 
while to the latter it has presented a sure and easy means of securing 
compassion and pity. Nor must it be forgotten that the glorification 
of poverty, without any reference or regard to the causes by which 
it may have been produced, holds a prominent place in the principal 
systems of morality hitherto adopted. It is true there are few 
persons at the present day who actually shun the possession of 
we^th, or who give any practical heed to the theory that it con¬ 
stitutes a moral ^sadvautage \ stUl, it is impossible that this view of 
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the question can have been embodied as one of the leading tenets 
of great religious faiths without having exerted a deep and far-reach¬ 
ing influence on the popular estimate of the problem. It is unneces¬ 
sary hero to enlarge on the economical fallacies which haye been advo¬ 
cated in the name of the Christian religion. They must be apparent 
to any man who can examine the subject without bias. From a 
religious point of view, the love of money and the ]X)ssession of great 
riches have generally been deprecated, if not actually held up to scorn; 
yet, as a matter of fact, the desire for wealth has played a most 
important part in furthering the general advancement of mankind. 
These unsound princi])les were, of course, laid down at a time when 
economical truths were absolutely unknown ; but even at the present 
day they retain a considerable degree of vitality, and it will be long 
before the prejudicial effects they have produced Avill cease to be* felt. 
Men are naturally inclined to improvidence and a want of foresight, 
and the constant assurances they have in all ages received to the 
effect that such characteristics are closely allied to virtues have 
greatly interfiTod with their subdual. 

The laws governing the material prosperity of society wen* not 
discovered until com])aratively modem times, and i'veu since they 
have been theonstically made known it cannot be said that they have 
reci'ived much practical recognition. As we have, already ]iointed 
out, the. disadvantages attendant on extreme, poverty are now usually 
traced to caus«‘s which apparently lie within reach of legislativ*' 
amendment, while the true, sources of the evil are left unnoticed. 
There are few persons who w'onld be ])repared t.o admit that th«‘y 
themselves are at all responsible for the existence of th(> particular 
class of ills here alluded to, yet. as a matter of fact, thos(“ who art* 
altogether free from blame are probably in a minority. 'L’here is 
nothing mysterious or inexplicable abf)ut the origin of the. material 
miseries which form such a heavy drag upon the world's progress. 
They arise in the main from causes of a simple character, but, for all 
that, the prospect of their general abatement is still very limited. If 
the failings which constitute the causes are clear and unmistakable, 
they are so widely spread as-to be practically universal, and it is 
this fact which constitutes the real barrier to improvement. They 
consist almost exclusively in a deficiency of foresight and of self- 
control, and these defects are so general that their proper condem¬ 
nation is at present impossible. In some of their phases they are 
regarded as estimable traits of character rather than as faults; in 
others they are classed as failings to be mildly regretted; but 
seldom are they held to call for anything like serious moral censure. 
Provided a man does not break any of. the written laws of society, 
he may lead what is really nothing more than a kind of animal life 
of self-indulgence, bringing hini^lf and those dependent upon him 
into a condition* of misery wid destitution, and still he looked upon 
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by society generally as a victim of mere thoughtlessness. He will 
receive more sympathy than reproach. Yet, if he were judged 
accoi*ding to the consequences of his failings, he would have to take 
rank among the worst of moral offenders. Poverty may w»‘ll he 
termed the mother of vict<; and the question whether it is a crime, 
so often askitd with indignation by those who profe.ss to espouse the 
cause of its victims, ought, in a large number of instances, to be 
answered in tlm affirmative. 

A considerable proportion of the human race persistently ignore 
the laws and physical conditions to which man’s tenure of tJie world 
is subject. V'et these are not to bo set at defiance with impunity. 
Tlie written and unwritten moral codes which society has thus far 
adopted demand the exercise of a very limited degree of either saga* 
city or self-denial, and, outside these limits, men may live and act as 
instinct or inclination suggests. JBut sad and bitter are the conse¬ 
quences resulting from such an easily obeyed system of morality. 
The worst misfortune is that these consequences have not always to 
be borne by their authors. In too many instances they are absorbed 
by the broad surface of society, while the actual offenders t'seape with 
only a slight shari' of the penalty; and this fact has no doubt done 
much to retai*d the development of a sounder system of practical 
ethics, for, had the case been otherwise, it is evident that self- 
intoi’est would long sinc(‘ have brought about,an amendment. 

The widely spread and dee]jly rooted character of the failings which 
e-oiistitutn the predisposing ciiuse.s of the mattu-ial sufferings endured 
by so largo a proportion of the inhabitants of almost all civilized 
countries does not, howevt‘r, form the only barrier to thtur amend¬ 
ment. Thei ‘0 are certain considerations incidental to their opposing 
virtues which also assist very materially in perpetuating their exist¬ 
ence. Imprudence and the insufficient exercise of self-control are 
doubtless the chief sources of the great social ills at pi’escmt endured, 
but it must be admitted that the moral qualities which form the 
opposites of these characteristics ai’e to some extent deservedly held 
in disrepute. Habits of prudence are often found in conjunction 
with peculiarities by no means deserving of esteem, whilst their 
absence is not unf requently compensated by traits of character which 
are decidedly agreeable to contemplatt'. Hence it is that thrift, for 
example, is sometimes described as a selfish virtue, and that it has 
come to be regarded by many persons with tacit mistrust. The man 
who takes no thought for the future is often as remarkable for his 
generosity and good nature as he is for the folly he displays with 
respect to his own interests; while the individual who never loses 
sight of this latter consideration runs a serious risk of distinguishing 
himself by his dehciency in these amiable qualities. Prudence un¬ 
doubtedly has a tendency to degenerate into selfishness and avarice- 
generosity into imprudence and folly—and the path of virtue,;: lies, 
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as usual, betwp(‘n the two extremes. Nor must it be forgotten that 
the considerations urged in favour of the t'xercise of prudential habits 
are not always of a very elevated character. Too much stress is laid 
upon the personal benefits and advantages likely to accrue from tho 
display of judicious foresight, and too litth* attention is paid to the 
widespread and disastrous eonsequena's resulting from its absence. 
Not unfreqnently it appears to be taken for gnintod, especially in 
this countiy, that the hoarding of money or tin' accumulation of great 
wcialth is tlu' chief end and aim of liuman existence. Instances of 
men who have raised themselves from a statt*. of |joverty to one of 
affluence are held up as examples worthy of imitation, while the 
grievous wrongs inflicted on society by the thriftless and improvident 
are either forgotten or passed over as matters of only secondary im¬ 
portance. That these motives to right conduct are somewhat base 
and sordid can hardly be (piestioned; and, although it may be that, 
by appealing thus directly to human selfishness, they have exerted 
some amount of beneficial influence, it is highly probable that, if 
attention had been directed more strongly to the duty men owe to 
their fellows as well as to themselves, the general rt'sults would have 
been more satisfactory. 

The principle on which the material well-being of any community 
depends rests within a very narrow compass. I’he fact that such 
large numbers of the bihabitants of this and of most other countries 
are living either destitute or on the brink of poverty is due to no 
mysterious or hidden agency. It arises from errors of the plainest 
and most unmistakable character. Yet these errors are of such a 
kind that it seems to be the business of neith(?r the moralist nor 
the economist to point out the nature of the remedies required. The 
former usually ignores the whole subject as not coming within the 
scope of his teaching, while the latter treats chiefly of the principles 
which govern the increase of wealth in the aggregate. But the 
case of our own country shows plainly that this is only a partial 
view of tho problem, ^^he fact that the total value of our exports 
and imports is increasing by so many millions sterling per annum 
can be no more than a piece of cold comfort to those who pass their 
lives in one unceasing struggle with poverty; while to the million 
paupers who are living on the forced contributions of their neighbours 
it must be a matter of no interest whatever. Great national prosperity 
does not necessarily signify a high degree of general welfare ; and 
there can be no question that if the total wealth of this country 
were somewhat less, but at the same time more equally distributed, 
the general happiness of the community at large would be much 
greater than it is at the present time. The prime fallacy pervading 
the arguments, echemes, and theories which are constantly being 
brought forward for the removal of the evils connoted with poverty 
consists in the assumption that they are to be remedied by artificial 
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measures. Almost universally it is taken for granted that means 
can be devised for staving off the consequences ^tendant on human 
folly. The burden of the penalty may be shifted from shoulder to 
shoulder, it is true; but to imagine that it can be altogether escaped 
is about as reasonable as to expect that a man may jump from the 
top of a precipice and still hope to defy the laws of gravitation. 
The facts are as simple in the one case as in the other. There are 
countless individuals who bring upon themselves responsibilities they 
are unable to meet, and, when these have to bo dealt with, it is not 
smq)ri8ing that a vast deal of inconvenience is the i*esult. To suppose 
that this inconvenience can bo avoided is nothing short of folly; and 
if this simple fact were k(»pt constantly in view, it would do more 
to abate the evil than all the artificial schemes which have ever been 
propounded. 

Kconomists are prone greatly to over-estimate the influence of 
written laws and social institiitions, while philanthropists usually 
indulge in more or less vague declamations against the evils they 
perceive, and generously endeavour to provide temporary and artificial 
means for mitigating their worst effects. It would be idle to main¬ 
tain that laws and institutions are without any influence in the 
question. The system of taxation, the laws of inheritance, the rules 
of land tenure, and the like unqm'-stionably affect the material 
welfare of the people of every country, but the influence of all these 
combined is infinitiesimal compared with that of individual conduct. 
The fact that there are one million paupers in this country, for 
e-xaraple, or that there are always at least one hundred million 
people in India who are living within a measurable distance of actual 
famine, is not in <‘ither case to be attributed to defective laws or in¬ 
stitutions. It arises almost entirely from the deficiency of prudential 
restraint. In the one case this quality is imperfectly developed; in 
the other it is altogether absent. Indeed, the case of India affords a 
good illustration of the failing here alluded to in its most unmitigated 
form. To the great majority of Hindoos prudence and foresight are 
practically unknown; and the result is that an unusual drought, and 
the consequent failure of the staple crop, are sufficient to bring the 
population of a whole district face to face with starvation. And the 
^fects of character and conduct which produce such disastrous con¬ 
sequences in India may be seen working in a modified degree in this 
country. The phenomena to be witnessed there upon the failure of 
a season’s rice crop may be seen in a milder form in any of our great 
manufacturing districts upon the sudden cessation of the staple branch 
of industry. In a few weeks, at the most, the bulk of the operatives 
will be reduced to a state of penury, and were it not for the forced 
or voluntary assistance they then receive large numbers of them 
would be in danger (^ starvation. 

It is estimated by?competent authorities that the annual eaminge 
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of the working classes in this country amount to about £40,0,000,0005' 
and that of this sum about £3,000,000, or something less than .1, pw. 
cent., is saved. It may perhaps be urged that these figures are only •, 
rough estimates, seeing that precise aggregate returns are unattain¬ 
able ; but, at all events, in the pnblisht‘il returns of the various 
trade, unions we have uiKiuestionablc evidence upon the subject. 
These unions comprise the flow»‘r of the labouring classes, and the 
results obtained bV means of the machinery which they provide may 
thor(*fore be regarded as the best wliich the working-man has thus 
far been able to secure. It is of course unnecessary to say that tho 
object of the unions is to provide against sickness, old age, accident, 
and temporaiy want of employment, as well as to furnish the neces¬ 
sary organization for contesting disputes w'ith employers upon tho 
question of wages, and that they are in fact just as much provident 
societies as the insurance companies in which tlu^ middle classes make 
provision for futiu’e contingencies. Yet, upon reference to a Blue- 
Book' published last year, it will be seen that the total revenues of 
eighteen of tho principal unions in the country amounted to about 
£.“i20,000 for the year 188G, while their members numb(‘red no less 
than 194,000. About 10 per cent, of the nuunbers appear to have been 
uiu'inployed, and, if we deduct those from the total, ayo find that the 
rate of contributions per liead from th<* paying members was not more 
than £3 for the year. Here, theii, w'e have unquestionable evidence 
of the kind of economy practised by the b(‘st sections of the w'orking 
classes. All the men in tlu' unions referred to are skilled mechanics 
with wages which average certainly u])W'ards of 30,¥. per week. And 
out of this they succeed in ])lacing aside some £3 per annum as a pro¬ 
vision against sickness, old age, accident, and want of employment. 
It. is as though a man witli an income of £500 a year which woidd 
terminate at his death pr disablement were to spend regularly the 
whole of it within £20, and trust in fortune to provide for those 
dependemt on hiin when disaster arrived. Of course such instances of 
criminal folly as this are to be found, but they arc exceptional. Yet 

what would be an utterly reckless mode of life in one case seems to 

% 

b(‘ deemed a sound system of conduct in the other. Of course 
members of trade societies often belong also to burial or benefit 
societu's, but the average contribution to these is so small that the 
fact does not practically aflect the conclusion to which we desire to 
])oint; and this is, that among the working classes as a rule the con¬ 
tribution of about a couple of weeks’ wages per year to a provident 
fund is regarded ns ample provision for the future. Any deficiency 
that may thereafter become manifest must be mode good by the 
community at large. 

This general omission of working-men to make anything like 
adequate provision against future contingencies does not arise from 
. * JUtatutical TMi‘s and Meport on Trade Uhione, 
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.pecuniary inability, fdr the figures we have just'quoted refer to the 
best-paid class of mechanics and artisans. It is simply the disposi¬ 
tion to exercise prudential restraint which is lacking. A great deal 
might be said as regards the want of sagacity shown in the manage¬ 
ment of the provident funds to which working-men contribute. To 
judge from the words of the compiler of the Trade Union Returns 
above quoted, it seems doubtful whether even these societies are 
established upon a sound basis, and whether they will eventually be 
able to meet the steadily increasing demands made upon them for 
superannuation benefit. Bo this as it may, however, there can be no 
doubt that a considerable proportion of the benefit societies to which 
the general class of working-men contribute are on the^high road to 
bankruptcy. The Registrar of Friendly Societies, in hilFReport pub¬ 
lished in 1880, stated that the majority of thorn were then in this 
condition, for out of 948 societies with 242,800 members the valua¬ 
tion returns of 560 showed a deficiency of £420,000. The bulk of 
their revenues seems to disappear in the cost of management. For 
example, the returns of eight societies for the previous year showed 
that, against £615,000 paid as “ benefits ” to members, £529,000 was 
paid as agents' commission and £295,000 as expenses of management. 
And, in calling attention to this point in his Report published 
in 1885, the Registrar stated that “it cannot bo too frequently 
repeated that insurance in a great collecting burial society or indus¬ 
trial assurance company is the most costly form which such a provi¬ 
sion can take, and that the persons who effect such insurances place 
themselves virtually at the mercy of others who arti interested in 
getting as much out of them as they can.” And after referring to 
the question of their total abolition and the substitution of a State 
system of assurance in their place, he adds:— 

“ Until this can be done, so long must they remain necessary evils. So 
long as the lowest classes of English society are unable or unwilling to 
make any other provision than for the expenses of their own burial or that 
of the members of their family, so long as they are too poor or too self¬ 
distrustful to make this provision otherwise than by weekly payments of a 
penny or a halfpenny, and at the same time either too busy or too lazy to 
carry their coppers to nn office, so long do those collecting burial societies 
and companies supply a want, not the less real because it is in the main an 
unwholesome one.” 

These facts afford an insight into the kind of economy practised 
by the more provident of the labouring community; and, inadequate 
as their provision for the future may be, it is, at all events, some 
smidl improvement upon the complete absence of foresight displayed 
by the great majority of working-men. These simply do nothing 
for the future. They spend their weekly earnings with clbck-like 
re^larity, and wre therefore the sport of every adverse wind that 
blo^s. It mayj perhaps, be urged tiiat the small amount of their 
wages does not permit of the exercise of thrifts But this is not ^he 
VOL. 130.— 'So. 4 . FF 
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case, for in whatever direction we look we shall find that the means 
for self-gratification and indulgence are tdways forthcoming. Ten 
times the amount saved is spent’ in drink, for example; and in 
addition to actually pernicious waste of this kind, there is the further 
drain in the shape of the ruinous loan system of which the poor 
allow themselves to become the victims, and in the extravagant prices 
they pay for articles, of common consumption through habitually 
purchasing them in! minute quantities. Of the heavy responsibilities 
they bring upon themselves by* eai’ly and imprudent marriages it is 
necessaiy to speak only for the purpose of calling attention to the 
light in which this phase of the question is usually viewed. It seems 
to bo assumed that every man has a natural right to marry as soon 
as he has reached the adult stage of lifi*, and to burden himself with 
a family without any regard whatever either to his own ability to 
in-ovide for them or to the requirements of the community in which 
he lives. It matters not that his own children become competitors 
with him in an already glutted labour market. They have to live. 
And when his reckless folly produces its inevitable crop of misery 
and woe, the responsibility of meeting these evils is thrown upon 
society generally as a matter of course, whilst their cause is sought 
for in some imaginary defect in the social system. The real author 
of all this sorrow will escape without incurring tho smallest degree 
of moral censure, and without tho risk of posing in any character 
other than that of the victim of unconti-ollable circumstances. 

As regards the social obligations of individuals, it seems quite cleai’ 
that public opinion is still in a crude and imperfect state. It often 
estimates conduct without any reference to consequences ; and, in the 
place of n.oral censure, it frequently comes forwai’d with sympathy 
and flattering epithets for those whose weakness and indiscretion have 
contributed largely to the common stock of misery and suffering. 
In the practice of every-day life it seems to he taken for granted 
that men are under no moral obligation to exercise rational judg¬ 
ment in certain phases of their affiiirs. Provided they do not in¬ 
fringe tho criminal law, and are not openly vicious, society is satisfied. 
Yet certain it is that far more misery results from the ill-judged 
conduct of those who are looked upon as the victims of unfavourable 
cil’cumstances than from the crimes of the men who fill our gaols. 
This may seem a harsh statement, and its harshness will not be at 
all mitigated by the fact that it is incontrovertible. It is one of 
those truths, however, which public opinion prefers to leave in the 
background. The inevitable consequences of the follies and errors 
committed outside the narrow limits we have just referred to are 
classed, partly as misfortunes, partly as evils arising from some 
mysterious source which is beyond man’s power to control, and partly 
as tho result of the misdeeds and wrongs perpetrated in some inex¬ 
plicable manner by oiie section of society against another. To call 
them by their true names and trace them to their true sources, is to 
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incur the risk of inviting charges of hard-heartedness and deficiency 
of sympathy; and the refoftner who wishes to avoid reproaches of 
this kind must be content to m^e a heavy compromise with human 
weakness, and endeavour simply to mitigate some of the evils to 
which it gives rise. It has come to be an accepted article of faith 
that the only practical method of dealing with the natural conse¬ 
quences of human folly is to ignore the methods of their production, 
to bestow flattering sympathy upon their authors, and to attempt to 
raise some kind of temporary shield against their disastrous influence. 
There are certain conventional hobbies which the practical reformer 
may parade, it is true. He may discuss the economical tendencies 
of various systems of taxation, land tenure, poor relief, &c. ; but he 
must bring no charge against the victims of poverty, or ho will at 
once bo regarded either as a m(;re doctrinaire whose opinions are 
unworthy of attcmtion, or as a callous and unsympathetic economist. 

In the field of politics the truth as regards this particular problem 
requires to be most carefully kept out of sight. If a man courts 
lK)pular favour, it would be the height of folly for him to tell his 
supporters that their own conduct stands in need of any amendment. 
He must scrupulously avoid even a suspicion of censure, and, while 
doing his utmost to flatter their susceptibilities, he must either con¬ 
tent himself with reiterating the shibboleths and meaningless watch¬ 
words of the party to which he belongs, or exaggerate the benefits 
which are likely to accrue fi-om proposed amendments and reforms in 
the statute book, or in the re-adjustment of some fiscal burden. 
There is no politician living who would dare tell the voters at an 
election that their personal welfare is influenced to an immeasurably 
greater extent by their own conduct than by any possible reform in 
the laws and political institutions of their country. Yet that such is 
the case is absolutely certain. Practical politicians, when enlarging 
on the material advantages to be derived from the introduction 
of changes in the law, are compelled to ignore the fact that the 
civilized world still affords working examples of almost every kind of 
social and political system which' human wisdom has yet devised, and 
that, in spite of this, there is no nation or community which can be 
said to have delivered itself from the incubus of misery and suffering 
resulting from extreme poverty. They may enlarge upon the advan¬ 
tages to be derived from some change in the incidence of taxation, 
but they must not remind their adherents that the sum annually 
wasted in foolish extravagance or positively vicious indulgence greatly 
exceeds the amount of the national revenue. These truths are of the 
class which it would be highly inexpedient for them to mention ; and 
the only safe course open to them is either to indulge in the more or 
less high-sounding platitudes of their respective parties, or to direct 
attention to the minor issues of the questions which seem to demand 
their notice. 
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In the face of tlieso considerations, it becomes manifest how serious 
are the obstacles to anything like a real amendment in the material 
condition of the lower classes of society. In civilised countries the 

m 

poor are unwilling to submit to the force of the iinfavourable condi¬ 
tions, by which they find themselves sun'ounded, with the meekness 
and resignation which characterize the inhabitants of less advanced 
nations. They may live and act unwisely, but they resolutely 
adhere to the conViction that the cause of their misfortunes lies alto¬ 
gether beyond their own personal control. They an* fully pei’suaded 
that the inequalities and anomalies now existing are capable of 
artificial re-adjustment, and hence their growing discontent and the 
increasing disposition they display to combine in the demand for a 
thorough re-construction of the social system. It is highly probable 
that, as opportunities offer, attempts will be made to eradicate extreme 
poverty, together with all its attendant ills, as it were by main force. 
Yet we may rest assured that all such efforts must end in failure. 
If men act injudiciously, whether through sheer perversity or folly, 
or unconsciously, there is a relentless fate, which exacts the penalty. 
The payment of this may be shifted from class to class by nuians 
of artificial devices, it is true ; but to suppose ihat it can be avoided 
is as unreasonable as to imagine that the laws of health can be set at 
defiance without entailing any evil consequences. 

It may, perhaps, be urged that the statement of self-evident truths 
like these can be of no avail—that allowance must be made for the 
failings peculiar to human nature—and that the only practical method 
of dealing with the subject is to provide some kind of temporary 
remedy for the evils to which they give rise. To some extent this 
is doubtless true. In civilized communities it is impossible to allow 
human errors and shortcomings to produce what might be termed 
their natural consequences. Society generally must take upon itself 
a large share of the burden of these ; and the extent to which it will 
do this will, in every case, be measured by its susceptibility for the 
hardships of its less fortunate members, and by its regard for its own 
safety and welfare. At the present day both of these motives aro 
distinctly increasing in force. Public opinion is steadily becoming 
more sensitive to the suffering and misery consequent on extreme 
poverty, and more disposed to adopt measures for-their mitigation 
and relief. At the same time it is being forcibly impelled in the 
same directions by the ominous murmurings of those who are begin¬ 
ning to question the justice of the existing order of things and to 
advocate the adoption of more or less drastic measures of reform. 
On all sides there seems to be a general agreement to ignore the real 
sources of the evil. The facts connected with this great social prob- 
Uon are usually assumed to lie among the class of truths which “ fools 
do not xiorceive and wise men do hot mention,” and the prospect of 
a radical amendment is therefore somewhat remote. And it seems 
likely that a long time must elapse before the causes of all these 
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disorders can undergo any serious mitigation. Society is unwilling 
to accuse the anthora of its misfortunes, and the only hope of escape 
appears to lie in the development of a sounder system of life as a 
consequence of the growth which is slowly but surely taking place 
in common sagacity among the poor. 

It must not be forgotten, however, that the final solution of the 
problem does not rt'st with the people of any particular country. 
Modei’n facilities for locomotion and for the exchange of commercial 
products have, to a great extent, annihilated distance and brought 
the inliabitants of the whole world into some kind of competition 
with (*ach other ; and one result of this state of things is to impose 
a drag upon the furtluir progi’ess of the more advanced communities. 
A high rate of w'ages, for example, is an indispensable condition to 
the material welfan' of the working classes in any country, and it is 
evidcmt that, so long as migration and commercial exchange are 
unimpeded, the wage rate must be subject to a certain levelling 
inHutmee. Practical illustrations of this may bo seen in the United 
States and in certain of the Australian colonies, where the influx of 
Chinese immigrants is producing an unfavourable effect upon the 
condition of the labour market, the low standard of well-being with 
which the Chinaman is content enabling him to work for wages 
which are totally insufficient to provide the degree of comfort to 
which tlie European is accustomed. And a modified influence of a 
similar kind may ho seen at Avork in this country in the competition 
of Continental with TWtish Labour; the long(;r hours of work and the 
lower rates of iiay in force in many branches of industry upon the 
Continent, and the constant stream of immigrants who are tempted 
from certain poverty-stricken districts in Europe to England by the 
hope of improving tlieir condition, both tending to reduce the position 
of the British artisan to the common level of his fellows. 

These considerations must be taken into account in any examina¬ 
tion of the future prospects of the working classes. They do not, 
however, in any way affect the main conclusion to which we desire 
to point. This conclusion is that rational and sagacious conduct is 
the only remedy for extreme poverty, with all its attendant miseries. 
It may be that, for generations to come, evils will have to be home 
by those who have taken no part in their creation. Indeed, it seems 
impossible for the case to be otherwise, since there are no means of 
insuring that those who live and act without judgment shall themselves 
suffer the penalty. But the great truth, which we all seem inclined 
to disregard, is that human folly is the chief source of human sorrow. 
And not only do wo ignore the existence of this fact, but in many 
instances we adopt remedies or palliatives that serve to intensify the 
very evils we desire to reduce. And these are usually classed among 
the “ practical ” means of coping with the problem, whilst the enuncia¬ 
tion of the plain, truths of the case is left as a harmless amusement for 
men who are looked .ppon as mere theorists and dreamers. 
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English readers have had many opportunities lately of studying 
various aspexjts of the Kussian Government and people. Apart 
altogether from the interest with which ]Dolitical considerations 
invest the study of that vast and powerful empire, closer acquaintance 
with the Slavonic peoples and their institutions awakens our liveliest 
curiosity and sympathy in many directions. We propose to dip 
lightly into one of the most recent studies of the llussian peasant by 
a writer ‘ whom we need not introduce to readers of this Review. 
We all know pretty well what “ Stepniak ” has to say about Tzars 
and Nihilists. We are not introduced to any such exalted or 
compromising society in the present work, 'flu} ligures on Stepniak’s 
latest canvas are mostly simple peasants. But the Russian peasant 
is a personage of unique interest. In his social life, his domestic 
institutions, and his beliefs we recognize a host of survivals of stages 
of social evolution through which the peoples of Western Europe 
passed so long ago that few traces of them are recorded in our history. 
The peasant is also a political and ,social factor of more importance 
in Russia than in any other EuropeaA country. The destinies of the 
great empire ruled by the Tzar depend in the long run on the 
peasants, who are not only the overwhelming majority of his subjects, 
but are also the only class that possess any distinctive national 
characteristics. Indeed, we might almost say there are no classes in 
Russia—only the masses. 

It has often been asserted, both by Russian and foreign observers, 
that there is in Russia no living independent force other than the 
Tzar and the masses. This is the doctrine of the Slavophiles 
especially, and, though an exaggeration, it contains an important 
truth: it expresses the comparative weakness of the upper classes. 

There is therefore no element of Russian nationality so important 
to understand as the peasant. Fortunately, he is also by far the most 
picturesque, and the easiest to study. For he is the same every¬ 
where. He lives and thinks aloud in the open air, in the sight and 
hearing of all his village. And he has been sketdied again and 
again by great artists who knew him well, and faithfully noted his 
characteristics. Stepniak is not indeed one of these great artists, 

^ Tk» Bu$nan Fetitantr^t their Agrarian Condition, Sodti life, and Beligton. By 
Steptiiak, Author ol Jituaia under the Txare, Underground Jhutia, &c. London; Swan 
DcmnonaeliGin, Lovrey & Co. 1888. 
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but he is at least a painstaking and well-informed student, who loves 
and understands the people for whom he has.suffered. 

In a former paper (see Westminster Eeview, March 1888) we 
spoke of the breaking-up and gradual disappearance of the old 
patriarchal family—one of the most important and characteristic of 
the peasant institutions. The influence of the younger generation 
•of wives, whose position in the “great family” is very irksome, is 
strongly in favour of this change. But a far more potent influence 
in the same direction is the economic diflSculty arising out of the 
unequal earnings of different members of the family. Formerly all 
stayed at home—as serfs they had, of course, no choice—and con¬ 
tributed equally to the maintenance of the family by jointly labouring 
on the family land. Common property in the produce of their joint 
labour was natural and convenient. But nowadays the most enter¬ 
prising members of the family frequently leave homo to seek 
employment elsewhere. Money is more needed than formerly, and 
at the same time there is less to be made from the land, which is 
less in extent and inferior in quality. Accordingly, one brother goes 
to work for a well-to-do neighbour, another leaves his village in 
winter to work in a distant town. There ho earns high wages, 
which he is bound to send to the common family treasury controlled 
by the heatl of the family. But with the weakening of the family 
sentiment, naturally resulting from long absence and town influences, 
he soon begins to ask himself why his brothers and sisters at home, 
who are doing nothing and earning nothing, should enjoy the benefit 
of his industiy and ability. J^o observes, too, that outside the little 
world of his village a diflerenl! principle prevails, and sooner or later 
he applies it to his own ciixsuraatances. 

The action of this disintegrating factor in the life of the modern 
patriarchal family is admirably illustrated by the charming Russian 
writer, Gleb Usiiensky. One of his inimitable tales of village life is 
translated by Stepniak, and we will endeavour to condense it here 
for the sake of the glimpses it gives us into the very heart of the 
Russian village home. 

The Gorshkova were one of the richest and largest peasant families 
in Slepoe Litvinovo, and had always lived under one roof. At 
almost any hour of the day all who were not working at the moment 
might be seen seated round a big samovar sipping their weak tea. 
To strangers they appeared united; but there was a deep-seated 
internal discord in the family, which in fact was only held together 
by the skill of the clever and robust old grandmother whom all w'ere 
accustomed to obey. This discord had been gi*adually worming itself 
into the heart of the family ever since the time when the necessity 
of earning something first became manifest. One of the brothers 
went to St. Petersburg for the winter months as a cabman, whilst 
another engaged hinaself as a foiestcr; but the inequality of their 
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earnings disturbed the economic harmony of the household. For 
the cabman had sent the family 100 roubles (£10) in five months, 
while the forester had only been able to earn 25 roubles in the same 
time. Now the question which occurred to the cabman was, Why 
should the forester consume with such avidity the tea and sugar dearly 
purchased with the cabman’s wages? It was still worse that these good 
things should be so greedily coirsumed by all the numerous members of 
the household—^^the elder brotln'r, for instance, who alone drank some¬ 
thing like eighty cups a day (the whole family consumed about 900 
cups per diem), which ho did not move a linger towaiMls earning. 
WJiile the cabman was fi-eezing in the cold night-air, or taking care of 
some drunken fare, or getting abused and beaten by a policeman, this 
elder brother was comfortably stretched at full-length on the top of 
the warm family oven, pouring out some nonsense about twenty-seven 
bears he had seen rambling through the countn^, w'ith their whelps, 
in search of new land for settlement. True, the cabman's children 
were fed in the family while he was away in the to^\^l; but he earned 
their brejid by his labour on the land when ho came, home in the 
summer. The only thing which made him tolerate* his dependency 
was that the horse and sledge which he drove in town had been 
purchased out of the common funds. He attempt'd to “ conceal ” 
part of his earnings, but the family found him out. His little 
daughter earned fifteen roubles for the family by selling w’cod- 
berries, and he tried to keep back for himself that amount out of his 
W'ages, but the grandmother would not pc'rmit it. 

The next brother—the forester—began likewise to calculate how 
much of his wages w'cnt to the elder brother and his family. A 
dress for Paranka, the eldest brothers daughti'r, had been purchased 
out of the forester’s money. ITi* was greatly vexed about this, and, 
as the grandmother took Paranka’s side, ho spent all his next month’s 
wages at the public-house instead of bringing it home. 

These disturbing notions of “mine’’and “ thine ”w*ore felt in 
every trifle—every lump of sugar, every cup of tea, every cotton 
handkerchief. Nicolas (the cabman) looked at Alexis (the. forester), 
thinking, “ You are eating of that which is mine, ' conscious all the 
w'hilo that he, too, had at times eaten of something belonging to his 
younger brothers. Alexis, in his turn, was not quite at his ease. 
It was all very well for him. to hiccough freely after drenching him¬ 
self with as mirch tea as ho could hold, by way of letting it be known 
that ho was well satisfied with himself, and was under no obligation 
to any one; but he was not sincere. A misgiving lurked in his 
heart that either in this tea or in that sugar, or in the white bread, 
01 *—which was most certain and most humiliating of all—in his own 
stomach, there was something belonging to somebody else. 

They drank their tea solemnly and silently, looking steadily into 
their cups; but it always seemed as if each was trying to drink as 
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innch as the others, and keeping a shai'p look-out lest any one should 
out-eat or out-drink the rest. It was the same in everything. 
If you hired horses of one of the brothers to drive into town, the 
others, on meeting you, would tiy to find out how much you had 
paid him. This state of things could not last long, Paranka was 
the first to break out openly. She took it into her head that she 
could not do without a regular woollen town-made dress. For a 
year and a half the men unanimously resisted this whim with 
unflinching resolution. A million times at least it was proved to 
them by the grandmother and the other women, the demcnstration 
being generally enforced by Puranka's tears, that no loss than 100 
roubles of Paranka’s money had been spent on the family. The 
men stood firm : only when the grandmother took to weeping about 
it did they at last give in. 

The oldest brother w as accordingly commissioned to inquire about 
the prices and everything appertaining to the matter. It was decided 
that he should go to the next port, distant fifteen miles, .and make in¬ 
quiries there. Ife took a provision of oats and bay for the horses, 
spent two days on the trip, and, having consulted with the smith, the, 
farrier, and several merchants, returned homo not one whit the wiser. 
By dint of tears, Paranka moved her uncles to try what they could do. 
Putting horses into the cart, they also made an expedition to the 
port, but had no more success than the eldest brother. It was soon 
evkhnit that the women themselves must be sent, for Paranka gave 
the men no peace with her constant w^eciiing. At last the women 
wore sent; but lo! they returned perfectly horrified. Nobody 
w'ould think of making a dress such as Paranka w'anted for less 
than 40 roubles (.t4). Here all the brothers, their wives, and evt*n 
Paranka herself, felt that the project was at an end. But God 
saved I’aranka. A soldier who happened to be at the port heard 
about the inquiries of the Gorshkov women, and sent word to the 
head-quarters of a cavalry regiment, stationed near Novgorod, some 
thirty miles off. By a lucky chance, an officer at Novgorod was 
sending a piano to St. Petersburg. A dressmaker persuaded the 
carrier to take her along with the piano, and she arrived trium¬ 
phantly at Paranka’s village, seated upon the instrument. 

She persuaded the family that all could be well and cheaply 
arranged. But w’hen the brothers came to count up everything that 
had been spent on the dressmaker during ihe six weeks that she 
stitched and unstitched the dress, they found that it represented a 
. sum equal in value to the framework of two peasants’ houses. And 
after all, the dress was quite nnwearable! 

The next to squabble w'as Nicolas, who complained that he had 
long since redeemed the horse and sledge; but the first to break 
away and separate in real earnest from the family was Alexis, the 
forester. 



The Westminster Review, 


446 

That part of his earnings which he considered to be an extra, he 
faithfully spent in drink, that it might not fall to anybody’s share. 
He did not, like Nicolas and Paranka, conceal it. But when sober 
he could not help feeling that at times he ate that which he had 
not earned. To screw his courage up to break with his family ho 
gave himself up to reckless drinking. He squandered seventy roubles 
—a whole year's wages—at the public-house, and drank himself 
mad. By this means he was able to tear himself from his own 
people. In a sober state he would never have had the heart to 
take away his children from the paternal roof-tree, to lead away thc^ 
cow and the horse, or to pull the slits. His example was followed by 
other members of his family; and in a short time the whole 
Gofshkov household Avas broken up. 

This little sketch is typical of wliat is going on in millions of 
families all over Bussia. It illustrates several ]X)ints both in llussiau 
character and in the new economic position of the peasant. The 
tenderness of heart which made it impossible for Alexis to do in cold 
blood the thing ho had deliberately dt*termined must be done, is a 
characteristic Russian trait. Unfortunately, the resort to artificial 
means of stifling the promptings of his softer nature is equally 
characteristic of his countiymen. Formerly the produce of the com¬ 
munal land was sufficient to meet t he peasants’ needs. The family 
lived almost exclusively on what its own labour won directly from 
the land. Thfiy seldom sold or exchanged any portion of it. Each 
family was self-sustaining, self-dependent. Money was very little 
required. But since the emancipation their economic position appears 
to have got worse. They have less land than formerly (the best of 
the peasant-land having been generally allotted to their late masters), 
and they have heavy taxes before unknown. More money is needed 
for payment of these taxes, and at the same time they have less 
land. According to Stepniak, the “ State peasants,"’ who are the 
best off of the rural population, are obliged to provide about 40 
per cent, of their annual expenditure by “ outside ” work. In fact, 
■over 90 per cent, of tlxe produce of their land goes in taxes; 
Jind the former serfs aro much worse off, for their taxes actually 
amount, if Stepniak is right, to double the produce of their land. 
Hence they aro under an imperative necessity of making money b\' 
“ outside ” work— i.e., by hiring their labour to richer neighbours, or 
going as they now do, in considerable numbers, to work as artisans 
in the towns. The moment one member of the family takes this 
step, the temptation arises to sever himself from the family partner¬ 
ship, which is no longer beneficial to hxm. The spread of railways 
and means of communication facilitates the migration to the towns 
in search of wages. The exigencies of commerce and the competi¬ 
tion of large factories are driting the peasant artisans out of the 
villfigt's, just as the same causes have done in England. Terrible is 
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the straggle they make to meet this competition. A working-day 
of seventeen hours is common amongst the village weavers, lace- 
makers, rope-twisters, &c. The mat-makers—an extensive trade— 
have invented a unique relay system. They sleep three times in the 
twenty-four hours. By this means they manage to squeeze nineteen 
hours of w'ork out of themselves. When hard pressed they can 
manage twenty-one. So says the Report of the Commission of 
Inquiry. In fact, the growth of town industries fed by the rural 
population is going on throughout the vast Russian Empire, just as 
it has done in England and other Western countries, only it has 
begun later, and is progi’essing more slowly as yet, Russia having 
no large foreign market for her manufactures, almost the whole of 
which are consumed at home. In the face of these new conditions 
of life ever approximating to the modem economic conditions of 
Western Europe, it is iuipossiblo that the patriarchal family can 
long hold together. Most Russian WTiters do not regret its inevita¬ 
ble disappearance. They consider, rightly no doubt, that individual 
independence is a precious (juality winch patriarchal institutions tend 
to destroy. 

Tikhomirov, indeed, denounces this primitive institution with 
passionate vehemence. He declares that “ the great family is a 
veritable school of slavery. A man brought up in its midst will 
bear without any sense of shame the most bloody despotism of law 
or of government.” But the closest observer cannot help regretting 
the general relaxation of social ties between members of the village 
commune w'hich accompanies the loosening of the family bond, and 
is due to similar causes. 

The struggle for existeneci, in fact, is becoming far more intense, 
far more individiial. Inevitably the instinct of self-preservation, 
developing, when the conditions are favourable, into a hard, grasping 
selfishness, is taking the place of the old easy-going, good-natmt'd 
co-operation. “Charity—for onr people are still very charitable,” 
writes Stepniak, “ is the meagre wraith of the once high conception 
of co-operative assistance, tendered as a duty on the one hand, and 
accepted as a right on the other.” The old custom of “ collecting 
m'Orsels’' so well described by Engelhardt, is no longer looked upon 
with such a kindly eye hy those who have anything to give. 
Ibrobably it is now mro, but it deserves to bo noted, for it presents 
almsgiving in its simplest and most touching aspect. ' The following 
account of it is founded on Stepniak’s rendering of Engelhardt;— 
There is no regular distribution by weight of baked bread to 
beggars, as is, or rather was, the custom in olden times at the 
manor-house. The cook simply gives, as all peasants do, “ the 
morsels,” or small pieces of rye-bread, to all who ask for them. As 
long as a mmtjik has a single loaf left in his house his wife will give 
morsels.” Bn^lhardt gave no orders and knew nothing about the 
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custom. His cook decided on her own responsibility that “ we must 
give morsels.” In his province, oven after a good season, few of the 
peasants were able to make their own bread last until harvest-time 
came round again. Almost every family had to buy bread to some 
extent; and when there was no money for it the head of the house¬ 
hold would send the children and the old men and women for 
“ morsels.” I^y the end of December about thirty couples used to 
come every day to Engelhardt’s kitchen. There was nothing, 
literally nothing, to eat at home. Yesterday they eat the last loaf 
of bread from which the day before they cut morsels for those who 
knocked at their door. A man who seeks for morsels is not to be 
confounded with the regular beggar. Tlui latter makes begging his 
profession. lie has no land, no house, no permanent abiding-place. 
He w'anders from place to place, collecting whatever he can get, and 
converting it as quickly as imssible into money. He is generally a 
cripple, an old man past his work, or a fool. He is clad in rags, 
and bogs clamorously of (‘Acry one. Hut he rarely goes among the 
monjik'H, and prefers fairs and busy places wdiero merchants and 
gentlemen congregate. ^I’he man who asks for ‘‘morsels” is of 
cpiite a different class. He is a peasant from the neighbourhood, 
dressed like all his brother peasants; a linen sack slung over his 
shoidders is his only distinguishing mark. He enters the house as if 
by accident, and on no particular business except to warm himself 
a little; and the mistress of the house, so as not to offend his modesty, 
will give him the morsel incidentally and “ unawares.” If he comes at 
dinner-time ho is invited to table, ^'he vwvjik is very delicate in 
the management of such affairs, because he knows that some day he, 
too, may perhaps have to seek morsels on his own account. The man 
W'ho calls for ‘‘ morsels ” would be deeply hurt at being treated as a 
beggar. On enteringa peasant’s ixhn he make.s the sign of the cross, 
and stops on the threshold in silence, or mnttera in a low voice, “ Hive 
in Christ’s name.’’ Nobody pays any attention to him; all go on 
with their business as if nobody were there. Only the mistress 
appi'oaches the table, picks up a piece of bread three or four square 
inches in size, and gives it to her visitor. He makes the sign of the 
cross and goes. If two people come together (they generally work in 
couples) the mistress puts the (juestion, “Are you collecting together?” 
If the answer is “ Yes,” she gives them a piece of six or eight 
square inches, otherwise she cuts it in two and gives a piece to each. 
The man who tramps the neighbourhood in this way owns a house, 
and has his allotted share of the communal land. He possesses horsM, 
cows, sheep, clothes ; only for the moment he has no bread. Irre¬ 
trievable ruin would follow the selling off of his cattle, and he is 
not expected to do this. When he gets in his harvest he will not 
only cease begging, but will himself' be a giver of bread to othe!rS. 
If by means of the aid now afforded him he weathers the storm and 
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succeeds in iSnding work, he will with the money he earns buy bread, 
and himself help those who have none. 

In the autumn, when the crops are just gathered, almost every one 
enjoys the luxury of pure whole-meal rye-bread. Just a few excep¬ 
tionally prudent families do add husks to their flour even at this 
season of the year, but such foresight is rare.. When, after a tim<*. 
the head of the family notices that flour is rimning short, the family 
has to begin to eat less—perhaps twice a day instead of three times, 
then only once. The next step is to add husks to the flour. When 
the flour is all gone, corn is bought if there is any money left after 
payment of taxes, or if any can be borrowed at the most exorbitant 
rate. When all means are exhausted, and the last bread has been 
eaten, the children and old people sw ing the sack over their shoulders 
and tramp to the neighbouring villages asking help. The father may 
perhaps have the good fortune to procure a few bushels of corn, and 
in that case the children cease to go begging, and tlio mistress once 
more distributes morsels to those who knock. But if the father fails 
to procure com, the children are followed in their quest for morsels 
by the grown-xrp members of the family, and finally by the father 
himself, who does not go on foot, but with his cart and horse, his 
wife remaining alone in the house to look after the cattle. In the 
winter it is common enough to meet on tlu*. country roads a cart full 
of sacks of “ morsids,” and on the caii; a moujik with perhaps a 
little boy and a girl. Huch a party will not return home for several 
days or even longer, and will collect a considerable supply of morsels, 
which they diy in the oven when sto]>ping to sleep in some village. 
The family feeds on these biscuits, wdiile the father works about the 
house or seeks employment. When the stock of “ morsels ” is ex¬ 
hausted, the horse is once more put into the cart, and they go iigain 
on their weary rounds. 

Such is, or rather was when Engelhardt wrote, the voluntary system 
of poor relief amongst the peasants in North-West Russia, and a similar 
custom existed in almost all parts of the empire. More recent ob¬ 
servers lament that it is dying out, along w’ith many other customs and 
sentiments that till lately ennobled the peasant’s life, and softened by 
mutual help and sympathy the hardships of extreme poverty. Stepniak 
speaks of the “ cold-blooded indifference to others’ woes, the animal 
egotism, indicative of a universal breaking up, which has struck with 
awe many of the observers of modem village life.” The imperative 
necessity that “ the new times ” have forced upon every peasant of 
making money, and making it by methods for which his training and 
tradition have not prepared him, under penalty of sinking, as millions 
have sunk and are sinking, into the ruined class of landless peasants 
—this necessity and this penalty, always dangling before the 
peasants’ eyes, seem to have developed a hard mercenary sprit in 
their dealings with one another, as novel as it is unlovely. 
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The religious side of the Russian peasant mind is one of the most 
puzzling—one of the jnost important, too, and well worth investi¬ 
gating. It is a hotly disputed point among modem Russian writers 
whether their people are profoundly religious or quite the reverse. 
The Slavophiles maintain that they are pre-eminent among the peoples 
of the earth for their religious character. Kostomarov and other 
students of popular religions hold exactly the opposite opinion. 
They are at all events extremely superstitious—“ wallowing in 
superstition,” is Stepniak’s phrase; and he claims for them that no 
nation in Christendom has so extensive a demonology, such a perfect 
survival of their ancestral pagan mythology. The Russian peasant 
of to-day peoples the woods and streams, not with gods as did his 
ancestors, but with inferior demons—river-spirits, sylvan-spirits, house¬ 
hold-spirits. He believes devoutly in their existence and their fre- 
(juent interference in his private atfairs. He sees them now and then. 
In Russia, as elsewhere, Christianity could not annihilate the heathen 
gods and goddesses it found in possession. It only displaced them, 
drove them out of heaven, and sometimes into hell. Even when the 
apostles of Christianity had the hardihood to declare that the pagan 
gods who had reigned for ages undisputed were pure fictions, mere 
creatures of the imagination, they wi‘ro listened to with scornful 
incredulity. That there might be other and more powerful gods 
than their own was probable enough, just as there might be other 
and more jxiwerfnl kings than their own in some other lands. And 
if jnissionaries claiming to be the messengers of some such mighty 
deity could offer proof of his superiority, the people wore ready 
enough to acknowledge his supremacy. ]5ut they would continue to 
believe in the existence and limited powers of the older deities. They 
would still fear to offend these latter, still dread their resentment, and 
quite exiiect to bo subject to petty worries and annoyances prompted 
by the natural spite of the dethroned and dishonoured gods of 
old. These dethroned powers would thus quite naturally assume in 
the eyes of the people the character of malignant spirits, waging 
constant war against them. To appease their wrath, the peasants 
would offer sacrifices and perform rites in their honour; Practices of 
this sort, we know, were prevalent in Russia as late as the seventeenth 
century. Peter the Creat tried to put them down by uliau. To 
this day traces of the worship of heathen gods are found in some of 
our own country customs—c.^., dancing round the maypole, morris- 
dancing, and the bonfires on Midsummer-night. But in Russia, we are 
assured, “ thousands of customs and observances of flagrantly pagan 
origin are faithfully preserved by the i)eople. Fishermen still offer 
small propitiatory sacrifices to the river-gods, and each family does 
the same to its household deities. The sorcerer, who is supposed to 
be the priest of these malignant spirits, is more feared than the jpop 
—the accredited minister of the true religion. 
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The llussiaus, of all ranka apparently, give evidence of compara¬ 
tively recent oinancipatiou from paganism in the tendency to 
fetishism, exhibited in their attitude towards religious rites and 
ceremonies. The one important thing in their eyes is that the 
ceremony should be correctly performed by the authorized func¬ 
tionary, but as to the spirit pervading the performance, that is of 
no consequence at all. A baptism or a blessing, vitiated by the 
slightest informality, would bo regarded as of no effect j whereas, if 
all the proper forms are carefully observed, it is quite satisfactory, 
although the officiating priest may be a dissolute, drunken scoun¬ 
drel, whom as a man they despise and abhor. Provided the •pop 
be the right and the words he utters bo spoken in the right 
way and in the right place, they will have their due effect, whatever 
be the attitude of mind of the speaker or his personal character, and 
w'hether he does it for love or for money.” After all, it might be 
urged, is this attitude towards Church ceremonies altogether un¬ 
known in Western Churches ? Is it not, indeed, a necessary 
consequence of the belief in the objective efficacy of such cere¬ 
monies? If baptism be necessary to save the infant.soul, can wo 
suppose that the child will be damned because the priest was drunk 
the night before, and intends to be drunk the night after ? As a 
matter of fact, ‘the village -po^i^ are a veiy ignorant, drunken, 
corrupt set of men, openly despised and shunned by the mmjiks, 
who none the loss set great store by the miuisti*ations,*and 

make great pecunimy sacrilices to purchase them. They bargain 
with a pop to perform a marriage or a burial, as we might bargain 
with a sanitary engineer to sot our drains in order, never troubling 
ourselves about his private character. In both cases the man’s 
competence, to do the stipulated job is all that is considered. There 
may bo haggling over the cost in one case as in the other ; and by 
all accounts the p(q) drives a harder bargain than the engineer. 
In fact, as Stepniak says, “ the pops are looked upon by their 
parishioners, not as guides or advisers, but as a class of tradesmen 
who have wholesale and retail dealings in sacraments.” It is only fair 
to add that the rural pops have no endowment, and are dependent 
on the fees they extract, with considerable trouble, from the im¬ 
pecunious monjik. It should also be said that things are slowly 
improving, and the pops of to-day are men of better character than 
those of a generation back. We could hardly find now a church 
where “ two or three different songs were sung at the same time, 
or several parts of the Litany read simultaneously, so that nothing 
could be understood—the congregation talking, laughing, and 
quarrelling during the service, and coming and going freely, stand¬ 
ing with heads covered.” 

And yet, when this religious indifference was at its height, thousands, 
nay millions, of ‘Eussians were found ready to endure the most 
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fiightful persecution, eager even to grasp the crown of martyrdom, 
to seek literal baptism by fire, rather than accept the most trifling 
innovation on their ancient ritual. In the whole history of religious 
enthusiasm there is no popular movement more incomprehensible at 
first sight than the RwaA —the great religious schism of a portion of 
the Russian peasantry in the seventeenth century. So far as one 
can see, this revolt of the peasants against their Church was caused 
simply by the l*atriarch Nicon’s determination in 1654 to reform the 
Missal, so as to bring it into harmony with the Greek mother“chui*ch 
— t.g., by making the sign of the cross with three fingers instead of 
two, by representing the cross itself with four equal arms instead of 
three sliort and one long arm, by spelling the name of “ Jesus ” as we 
spell it instead of in the corrupt Russian form ‘‘ Jsus.” These and a 
few similar matters of even leas importance were the only matters of 
religious doctrine or practice at issue. Apparently it was a clear 
case of “ Tweedledum and Tweedledee.” The bulk of the people 
indeed took this view: but a minority would not have th(^S(‘ “ innova- 
tions ” at any price. “ It was for these trifles—a letter less in a 
name; a finger more in a cross; the doubling instead of trthling of 
a word—^that thousands of men and woman encountered death on the 
Bcaflbld or at the stake. It was for these things thal other scores of 
thousands underwent the howible torture of the knout, had their 
bodies mutilated, their tongues cut out, their hands chopped off.” 
Incredible as all this seems, is it not far more incredible that “ their 
opponents, the dominant Church party, comprising all the best 
educated among the clergy and society, should bum, hang, and 
decapitate hundreds and thousands of their fellow-cnuitures, and 
ruin and devastate entire provinces (of their own country !) for 
questions so utterly unimportant ? Is it not monstrous that a 
great Council of the Church, presided over by the Patriarchs of 
Alexandria and Antioch, should solemnly pronomice a frightful curse 
upon the handful of and moujiks who clung to the forms to 
which they and their ancestors for generations had been accustomed 
—“ their souls,” so runs this blasphemous corse, “ in virtue of the 
power conferred on the Church by Jesus Christ, to bo given up to 
eternal torments, together with the soul of the traitor Judas and the 
souls of Jews by whom Jesus Christ was crucified ” ? 

The spiritual thunder of the Patriarchs was sn^xirted by the 
lightning blast of the secular power, armed with sword and fire. 
A war of extermination began; but the Raswlniks (Schismatics) 
only multiplied in numbers, and their sseal grew more intense as 
the persecution became more inhuman. Thousands perished, but 
thousands also escaped to the impenetrable forests and marshes, to 
the frozen shores of the White Sea, to the uninhabited wilds of 
Siberia. By the order of the Tzar Alearis they were hunted down 
Uke wild beasts, and burned alive when caught. But the religions 
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exaltation of the Rascolniks was more than equal to the fury of the 
‘‘ orthodox.” Resignation to martyrdom passed into a yearning for 
it. Take the following historical incident, one of many similar:— 
On a small island in the Sea of Ladoga there stood an orthodox 
monastery—Paleostrovsky—hated by the Rascolniks because its 
monks used their knowledge of the surrounding country to guide 
the Tzars soldiei's to the Rascolnik settlements. In 1688, while a 
party of the fiercest of the orthodox were devastating the Rascolnik 
settlements in the Onega district, a Rascolnik monk, Ignatius of 
Solovezk, conceived the idea of a great holocaust for the glory of 
the frue faith. At the head of a great crowd, anned with bludgeons 
and axes, ho cros.sed the frozen lake, put to flight the soldiers who 
guarded Paleostrovsk}', drove out the orthodox monks, and took 
poss<*ssioa of the. monastery. In due time the. Tzai ’’8 troops, a 
battalion of infantiy and guns, aiTived from Novgorod, and marched 
to the assault. The Rascolniks retired to their big wooden church, 
filled it with combustible material, and when the troops broke into 
the monastery, shut themselves up, barred the doors and windows, 
sot fire to the building, and perished in the flames. At least 1500 
sacrificed them.se]ves on this occasion, but the Rascolnik historians 
double this number. I’his event is known as the jint Paleostrovsky 
” locking up.” The monastery was rebuilt and the orthodox monks 
restored, but a few years later the. Rascolniks were seized with a 
wild desire to icpeat the same act of faith in this stronghold of the 
Niconians. They took possession of the monastery a second time, 
but, far from wishing to hold it, their chief anxiety W!xs to gain time 
sufficient to allow the inhabitants of the neighbouring villages to 
join them and share the glory of the “ locking up.” With sham 
debah's and other devices they managed to delay the assault until 
some 1500 candidate martyrs had secured places in the church. 
Then they set fire to it. The soldiers pulled a few of them out of 
the flames, but those who were thus rescued were overwhelmed with 
this proof of their exceeding sinfulness, seeing in it the stern refusal 
of (iod to accept a sacrifice at their unworthy hands. 

l-'anaticism might account sufficiently for wild outbursts of this 
kind, but tlie temperamemt which has kept the Rascol movement 
alive to the prcsent day, through two centuines of persecution and 
discouragement, deseiwes a more honoured name. Tikliomirov 
speaks of it as a protest against the despotism of the rulers of the 
Church, who attempted to do by their own arbitrary authority that 
which the whole body of the faithful could alone do. But, what¬ 
ever the great schism may have been in the beginning, it has un¬ 
doubtedly developed in many directions the spirit of independent 
inquiry, and it has compelled the .recognition of some approach to 
liberty of thought in spiritu^ matters. To-day the Rascolniks and 
“ sectaries ” number some fifteen millions. They are less absorbed 
VoL. 130 .—-No. 4 . GO 
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than their ancestors in questions of doctrine, and more interested in 
social questions. The great mass of the population are, as we have 
said, strangely indifferent to the spiritual element of religion, while 
they attach the highest importance to its forms. Yet it can hardly 
be doubted that there is in the Russian peasantry a dormant capacity 
for intense religious fervour, “ an enormous potential force,” Stepniak 
calls it, “ which may be awakened some day, and appear as a new 
and important agent of our national history. Here, in the presence 
of this latent force, which has never yet been tested, lies perhaps 
the greatest enigma of Russia’s future.” The moral and intellectual 
awakening, wliich students of Russia assert to be in progress, shows 
a strong tendency to run into religious channels. In this fact lies, 
perhaps, one explanation of the political inactivity, the quiet endur¬ 
ance by the masses of the hardships to which they are subjected, 
and which they make no attempt to combat with political weapons. 
Stepniak expressly adopts this explanation. “ The moral, political, 
and social discontent, seething in the heart of ihe rural population 
of Russia, has found a sort of safety-valve in the new evolution of 
religious thought, which nowadays covers almost Ihe whole field of 
the intellectual activity of the Russian labouring classes.” It is im¬ 
possible to foresee when, or with what tremendous results, for good 
or for ill, the new religious enthusiasm may express itself in political 
action. 



THE HOUSE OF LORDS. 


At the present moment the Irish question seems to occupy ahnost 
exclusively the field of politics, but it is certain that, sooner or later, 
other matters will come to the front, and veiy likely even before 
the country has given its decision between the policies of Home 
Buie and Coercion. And it is certain that among the most impor¬ 
tant of these is one which very probably will be involved in the 
settlement of the Irish question, as it seemed likely to be in that of 
the franchise—^namely, the course to be taken with regard to the 
House of Lords. 

It may safely bo assumed that practically all genuine Liberals 
are resolved that the Upper House shall not indefinitely remain a 
body of hereditary legislators invested with the power of rejecting 
any reform desired by the representatives of the people. 

In fact, there is a pretty general opinion among Liberals 
that the obstructive attitude of the Lords has been put up 
with too long already. For half a century at least they have con¬ 
stituted a most serious obstacle in the way of reforming legislation. 
They brought the country to the verge of civil war before they 
would consent to pass the Reform Bill of 1832, and since that time 
they have not only in many cases delayed the passing of measures 
which had been approved of by large majorities in the Commons, but 
have not unfrequently either rejected useful reforms altogether, or 
have so mutilated them as to render them almost worthless. For 
twenty-six years the right of Jews to sit in the House of Commons, 
though that body repeatedly pronounced by large majorities in favour 
of their admission, was denied by the Upper House. They refused 
for years to grant to Ireland a reformed system of municipal self- 
government similar to that which England obtained in 1835, and 
the measure they were at last induced to pass was so mutilated by 
them as to be of little value, since it applied only to a few towns, 
and imposed a very high qualification for the franchise. They have 
again and again rejected a reform in the marriage law which the 
Commons have as frequently pronounced in favour of. Many more 
instances might be cited, but these are sufficient to convict the Lords 
of being persistent - obstacles to reforms demanded by the people 
through their representatives. 
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It is not, therefore, to be wondered at that, when they brought 
their political misdeeds to a climax by rejecting the extension of the 
franchise to the connty householders in 1884, the cry was loudly raised 
among the snore advanced portions of the Liberal party, with refer¬ 
ence to the Upper House, “ Mend it or end it! ” And though the 
prudent surrender of Lord Salisbury and his followers on this occa¬ 
sion caused the question to drop for the time, yet there is no doubt 
that it will sooner or later come up again. If, for instance, as is 
most probable, the next House of Commons contains a majority in 
favour of Home llnle for Ireland, how is any such measure to be got 
tlirough the House of Loitls ? There is little doubt they will reject 
it the first time it comes up to them, and once more the country will 
be face to face with the problem—What is to be done with the 
Peers ? The general direction of Liberal opinion, so far as it found 
expression four years ago, seemed rather to be in favour of mending 
than ending, but, when proposed schemes for reforming the Upper 
House come to be discussed in detail, it w'ill be seen that they are all 
more or less objectionable from a Kadical point of view. 

Any second Chamber which admitted the hereditary principle as 
its basis would be almost certain to prove itself as antagonistic to 
popular measures as the present Upper House, and the only effect of 
a so-called reform which retained this principle would be to strengthen 
the aristocratic element in our parliamentaiy Constitution, and render 
it a more effective obstacle to democratic legislation, which of course 
no Kadical would desire. And even if w'o suppose the present con¬ 
stitution of the House of fjords to be entirely abandoned, and some 
new kind of second Chamber be devised like the French Senate, such 
a Chamber must necessarily, if it is to have any intelligible reason 
for its existence at all, be a representative of class interests, lassum- 
ing for itself the function of checking the actions of the popular 
House. 

Hence, most consistent Radicals who have thought the matter out 
have come to the conclusion thiit no second Chamber at all is neces¬ 
sary, and that it would be better to have a Parliament consisting of 
the House of Commons alone; and this view is strengthened by a 
consideration of the circumstances of other countries. Hardly any¬ 
where have second Chambers worked well; they have invariably 
tended to become the embodiment of narrow class feelings, and have 
come into constant and irritating conflict with the assembly which 
represents the people. Such has been the case with the French 
Senate, jmd with the Legislative Councils which constitute the Upper 
Houses in our Australian colonies. 

The case of the American Senate, which is sometimes appealed to 
by the advocates of second Chambers, is by no means in point. It 
is a body which represents the separate sovereignty of the States 
which compose the American Union, as the House of Eepi’esentatives 
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is the body representing the federal nation as a whole. In all federal 
Constitutions, as Mr. Freeman has well explained, it is necessary to 
have two such bodies for the perfection of the federal idea, but this 
is of no applicability to a country like England, or any other consoli¬ 
dated State which is not a federal union like Switzerland or the 
United States. With us the question is simply whether the work of 
governing the country in accordance with the people’s wishes will be 
better done by one Chamber or two, and on Liberal principles the 
decision must be in favour of the former. 

But the question then arises: How are the Lords to be persuaded 
or compelled to vote their own abolition ? And this is a difficulty 
which is not confined to this solution of the problem, but applies 
with almost equal weight to any scheme for materially altering the 
constitution of the. second Chamber. By what means, it must again 
be asked, can any such measure be got through the present Upper 
House 'i And then again the thought suggests itself: After all, is there 
any need of either mending or (nding, if the desired object could be 
otherwise attained ? For is not what is wanted to ensure the pass¬ 
ing of measures of reforming legislation without fear of rejection or 
mutilation by the Lords? And if it could be rendered certain that 
they would be obligcnl to pass any Bill sent up to them by the 
Commons, thm-e would be no need of any further interference with 
their constitut ion. 

The Crown had once a veto on legislation even more real than the 
liords at present enjoy; but, though it still retains this power in theory, 
eveiy one knows t.hat it is practically impossible to exercise it. If, then, 
the veto of the Upper House could be as effectually paralysed, it might, 
like the Throne, continue to exist as an ornamental part of our Constitu¬ 
tion. An* there any m(»ans of securing this end ? If w'c refer to history 
wo shall find that there are two w'ays by which the House of Com¬ 
mons, or a Government enjoying its confidence, can overcome the 
resistance of the Lords. The method of accomplishing this end 
which is most generally known is by using the prerogative of the 
Crown to create new Peers of the same opinions as the majority in 
the Commons, in oi’der thus to bring the two Houses into harmony. 
The last occasion on which this power was actually exercised was 
in Anne’s reign, in 1713, when the Queen, by the advice of the Tory 
Ministry, who were supported by a Tory majority in the Commons, 
overcame the opposition of the Whig majority in the Lords to the 
Treaty of Utrecht by creating twelve new Tory peers. 

Since then the prerogative has never been put in force in the 
same way, but a similar measure has on several occasions been 
talked of, and was very nearly being carried into effect to secure 
the passing of the Eeforra Bill of 1832. If the Lords had per¬ 
sisted in their resistance to the Bill, Lord Grey’s Ministry had, after 
some difficulty, obtained a w^arrant from William IV. for the creation 
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of a sufficient number of peers to pass the measure through the 
Upper House. 

A little consideration will show that the problem cannot now be 
solved in this way. The majority in the Lords against any such 
measures of reform as the Advanced Liberal party demand, and hope 
soon to see supported by the greater part of the Commons, is now so 
largti that to alter the balance of parties a simply enormous creation 
would be required, which would nearly double the numbers of the Peers. 
And ev<*n sup])osing that tlie consent of the Crown to such an unpre¬ 
cedented exertion of the prerogative were secured, it is highly probable 
that in a few years the work would have to be done all over again, for 
it is the natural tendency of newly created peers to pass over to the 
Conservative party, though previously tliey may have been regarded 
as strong Liberals or even Radicals. And the absurdity of supposing 
that the process of creation could go on indefinitely will be obvious at 
the first glance. Jtf’ancy a House numbering its members, not by 
hundreds, but by thousands! 

Is there no other way, then ? it may be asked. The answer is 
that, though it has now been strangely forgotten, a much simpler 
and better way exists by which the Commons may overcome the 
opposition of the Lords, which does not require any appeal to the 
royal prerogative, but which rests on one of the most ancient rights 
of the popular Chamber, and one by which they have wrested many 
privileges from the Crown—namely, thet power of the purse. 

Every one, it may be presumed, is awai’e that the Commons have 
the exclusive right of originating Money Bills, and that such Bills 
cannot be amended by the Lords ; they can only reject them, which 
they have never ventured to do for hundreds of years, as it would 
leave the country without a revenue. Now, the Commons have full 
power to give any form to legislation that they please: they may 
include in one Act several measures which have no natural connec¬ 
tion ; and this is, in fact, very frequently done when several expiring 
laws are continued by one Bill, though they may have nothing to do 
with each other. It is obvious, then, that there is nothing to prevent 
the Commons from including in a Money Bill any other measure they 
may wish to pass, and such a Bill the Lords cannot amend; they 
must accept it or reject it as it stands. 

It will be manifest how powerful a weapon is thus put into the 
hands of the representatives of the people; and one is surprised to 
find that it is never mentioned in recent discussions on the subject, 
especially as it has been employed at a past period of our history. 
The time at which the process of uniting, or, as it was called, 
“ tacking ” other measures to Money Bills was practised by the Com¬ 
mons is confined to a particular epoch—^namely, to the reigns of 
William III. and Anne, but then it became for a brief period quite 
a faaniliaf occurrence. 
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The Commons had vindicated their power as against the Crown 
by the Revolution of 1688, and they were by no means disposed to 
submit to tlie rejection of their measures by the Lords; hence, on 
several occasions when the Lords threw out a Bill passed by the 
Commons a demand was made by some members of the latter 
House to tack the rejected Bill to a Money Bill, and send it up 
again. 

It is true that this was felt to be a somewhat extreme measure, 
and hence, though it was often talked of, it was but seldom that 
a majority in the Commons was found actually determined on taking 
such a step., Still, there was ono remarkable occasion in William 
the Third’s reign on which the process was really put in force to 
pass measures of such a sweeping character that it is certain that 
the Lords, neither at that time nor for ages after, would have been 
induced to accept them unless under positive compulsion. The question 
which was then at issue arose out of the extensive grant of confiscated 
property in Ireland which had been made by the King to his favour¬ 
ites. These had been made on so largo a scale that they aroused con¬ 
siderable discontent in England, and it was most reasonably contended 
that land which, by the suppression of the Irish Rebellion, had 
become the ijroperty of the Crown—that is, of the nation—ought not 
to have been so freely disposed of without the consent of Parliament. 
Accordingly, in 1699 the Commons appended to the Bill for the 
Land Tax a clause appointing seven commissioners to inquire into 
the mode in which the forfeited Irish lands had been granted out. 
The Lords greatly disliked the proposal, which, in fact, struck at the 
interests of their own order, as many of them had profited by the 
King’s grants. There is no doubt that they would at once have 
I'ejocted the proposed appointment of the commission if it had been 
sent up to them by itself, but, as it was attached to a Money Bill, 
they were compelled to give way. 

When, however, the commissioners presented their Report in the 
next session of Parliament, in 1700, a great constitutional struggle took 
place. The Report was no doubt exaggerated in some dettdls; but in 
the main it was correct in asserting that the scale on which grants 
had been made was most reprehensible, a tract of country as large as 
Yorkshire having been divided among three foreign favourites of the 
King. The commissioners further affirmed, and with reason, that if 
these grants had not been made, and the land had remained the pro¬ 
perty of the nation, much heavy taxation might have been avoided. 
On their recommendation, accordingly, a Bill was introduced annulling 
the grants, and vesting the forfeited lands in the hands of trustees, 
who were to administer them for the national good. As it was certain 
that the House of Lords would not otherwise look at such a measure 
for a moment, it was again tacked on to the Land Tax BiU. 

The indignation of the Upper House was so great that th^ resorted 
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to the desperate expedient of striking out the danse for resuming the 
grants, and sending the measure back thus amended to the Commons, 
'fhe Lower House, however, stood firm, and were backed by tlie tmthu- 
siastic support of the country. They told the Lords that they had no 
right to amend a Money Bill; that the point was so well established 
that argument was ne(‘dless ; and that on the shoulders of the Peers 
must rest tlui responsibility of leaving the country without supplies. 
The feeling of the Commons rose to a-high pitch, and threats which 
cannot be defended, though they wore not unnatural, were uttered 
against the Lords. One member even spoke as follows: “They 
object to tacking, do they ? Let them take care they do not jiravoke 
us to tack in earnest. How would they like to have Bills of Supply 
with Bills of Attainder tacked to them ? ” In fact, it is highly pro¬ 
bable that, had the Lords persisted in theii' resistance, the next 
measure sent up to them attached to a Money Bill might have been a 
Bill for their own abolition, for both the Commons and the country 
were fully determined to snbniit to no dictation from the Pi‘ers against 
the vindication of the national right.s ov(?r Crown lands. The J^ords, 
however, were wise in their generation ; tiny saw that' the Commons 
had tlu^ country with them, and accordingly th(*y gave way, and passt'd 
the Bill when the Commons sent it up to them again. 

The wdiole, history of this crisis is most important in its lessons 
for our own time. It shows us that two hundred years ago the 
Commons could, if deteimiined, foire the Loixls to submit to their 
will, and it shows them so acting in support of a great Jljidical 
principle, which has as yet far from met with complete recognition in 
legislation—the rights of the nation over landed property. What 
could be done then can surely be done now when tlu* constitution of 
the Commons rests on a so jriuch more democratic basis than in 1700. 
The majority in the Commons on this occasion, though tlu* principle 
they asserted was, as vre have seen, essentially lladical and democrat ic, 
belonged to the Tory party, but many of the mon* popular section 
of the Whigs were joined with them. 

Unfortunately, however, the next measure which it was endeavouKHi 
to force through the Ijords by means of tacking was a rc'actionary 
Bill supported by the most nairow and bigoted section of the Tories. 
This was the Occasional Conformity Bill, introdimed in Anne’s reign 
to prevent Dissenters from taking the Sacrament in church as a 
qualification for office, aud afterwards attending their own chapels. 
The Lords, in which the Whigs had a majority, several times 
rejected this Bill, on which the extreme Tories in the Commons pro¬ 
posed to send it up again attached to a Money Bill. Though, how¬ 
ever^ there was a Tory majority in the Commons in favour of the Bill, 
yet t|ie “Tackers,” as they were called, were not supported by the 
whole, party^ and the proposal to tack the measure to a Money Bill 
was never passed by the Commons, the consent of the Lords being 
ultimately secured by other means. 
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Tliis was tlic last occasion on which any attempt was made to force 
measari's thi-ough the Lords by tlii' process of tacking. It hail become 
odious in the eyes of the Whig or Liberal party from the attempted 
employment of it to pass an intolerant and persecuting Bill, and it 
soon dropped out of the programme of the Tories, as the exceptional 
circumstances which for a short time had rendered the Loids mon* 
liberal-minded than the Commons ceased to exist. 

Tlie very existence of such a power in the hands of the Lower 
House seems to havi* bei'ii forgotten in later conflicts between tin* 
two Houses. It is rather extraordinary that, in the midst of the 
struggle which convulsed the country when the Lords rejected tin' 
first iiefonn Bill, no one aj)pears to have thought that there was 
such a way of compelling them to pass it by attaching it to a 
Money Bill, although matters had come to such a pitch that people 
talked of refusing to pay taxes if the Bill w'ere not passed, which 
was, in fimt, adopting tho same principle in a more violent form. 

The only case in recent history in which tlntre was any approach 
to tho exercise of such a power by Ihe Commons was in the repeal 
of the paper duty by Mr. Cladstone, which, when sent up to the 
Tiords as a separate Bill, was rejected by them, but which was after¬ 
wards passed by including it in the general financial arrangements 
of the year. 'Phis, however, w'jis mex*ely uniting one Money Bill 
with another; it was not athiching to it a mefisure of an altogether 
different descri})tion. 

In the controversy caused by tho Lords’ rejection of the Franchise 
Bill in 1881, though many ways of dealing with their House wore 
proposed, no one seems to have thought of a revival of tho ancient 
power of the Commons to tack any other measure to a Money Bill. 
However, it is certain that tho question of how to overcome the 
resistance of the Jjords to reforming legislation must come to tin* 
front as soon as we have a Liberal House of Commons, which there 
is good reason to hope will be the case after the next General 
Election. And it may well happen that Liberals and Radicals will 
turn their attention to the historical events which have been narrated 
as taking place in IG99-1700, and will think that they furnish a good 
precedent to follow. 

Should the Lords throw out a Home Rule Bill passed by the 
Commons in obedience to the expressed wdsh of the country, the 
Lower House would be fully justified in sending the measure np a 
second time attached to a Money Bill, which the Upper House would 
be powerless to amend. The old party name of “ Tacker ” might 
well be revived, and become, not, as in Anne’s reign, the badge of 
the extreme Tories, but of extreme, or rather of all good Radicals. 
It is evident that if the House of Commons once used this power, 
and showed their determination to employ it whenever the Lords 
rejected Bills sent up to them, there would soon be an end 6f ob- 
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strnotions to reform from this quarter. It cannot possibly be supposed 
that the Lords would venture to reject a Money Bill and leave the 
country without supplies, a course which even in 1700 they did not 
dare to take. It is thus plain that without any violent or revolu¬ 
tionary measuiv, and without altering the form of the Constitution 
at all, the veto of tbe Lords on legislation could be as completely 
abolished in practice as that of the Crown has long been. 

There would then be no need for any alteration in the constitution 
of the Upper House. The Peers might, if it so pleased them, go 
through the form of giving their assent to Bills, in the same way as 
the Sovereign does, and their House might continue to exist as a 
diguitied survival and ornamental appendage, but practically the 
country would be governed by a single Chamber, as most liadicals 
desire. Only it would no doubt bo the csise that such men of talent 
and genius as there arc among the Lords would no longer care to be 
members of a legislative body whose powers had become a mere 
form ; and an Act might be passed enabling members of the House 
of Lords to give up their seats in it, and giving them the right of 
seeking election to the Commons, which all the most eminent of 
them would no doubt gladly do, and would easily find constituencies 
to elect them. 

In this way, it may be confidently affirmed, the problem presented 
by the Upper House would find its most effectual solution, and it 
may be hoped the Radical party will see good reasons for including 
in their programme a revival of the old Tory precedent of “ tacking.”' 



PAMPERED SPORT AND PHEASANT 

REARING.' 


There is a great deal of nonsense written about sporting matters. 
Those who arc enthusiasts in field sports can see no harm in anything 
that is done in sport’s name, while, on the other hand, some women 
and sentimentalists have an equally unreasonable repugnance to 
anything that savours of “ the chase, ’ and talk with silly vehemence 
against all kinds of amusejnent which have “ killing” for their object. 
Such writers generally play into the hands of their adversaries in the 
argument. It is not often that you find a pen put to paper by any 
writer who is not in one of these intemperate classes. There are 
many men who can write eloquently enough even in praise of pigeon- 
shooting, while there are others who indite shuddering sentences on 
the enormities of a ‘’battue,” and talk foolishly about “shooting 
down pheasants like sheep; ” and we suspect that the former have 
become a little too callous in their “ sport ” to form any adequate 
idea of the trembling standpoint of the latter, and that the latter 
are too ignorant of all sporting matters to be useful guides to the 
ethics of such mattci’s. It is not to be questioned for an instant 
that there are many cruelties in connection with sport. A perusal of 
these two excellent volumes of the “ Badminton Library ”—^volumes 
which are written with discretion and at the same time with an 
immense fund of experience—leave no doubt on that point. Any one 
who has seen a bad marksman at work, and who knows how many 
rabbits are wounded and not killed, or who has heard the cry of a 
wounded hai*e, will not doubt that there are cruelties connected 
with sport. At the same time it is easy to make too much of these. 
Sport which is the hunting for, the chase after, wild animals under 
such circumstances as give the animal a fair chance of escape unless 
the chase is conducted with very considerable skill, is in itself a 
healthy and natural amusement; but to be healthy and natural we 
think that all these elements must be combined in the sport. There 
must be the finding of the game, involving some skill; there must be 
the killing of the game, also involving skill in the use of a delicate 
weapon; the animal the object of the chase ought to be, to our 

^ “The Badminton Library.” Shooting. By Lord Walsingham and Sir ,Balpb 
Paync-Gallwey, Bart. In two vola. London: Longmans, Green & Co. 
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thinking, a wild animal, and to be an animal which either, when 
living, is an enemy of man, or, when dead, is useful to man as food. 

All men, notwithstanding the great advance since the days when 
their living depended upon their skill in hunting, have a good deal 
of the hunting instinct in them still. “The chase,” “ spoi-t,” 
demands the exercise of the whole man, and that is the condition of 
greatest hai^piness to the individual. We all know the languid 
pleasure of a book. We most of us know what a good wholesome 
thing it is to walk until one is tired, and then to enjoy the rest 
w'hich the muscles have earned. We know, too, the intellectual 
pleasure of the exercise of the mental faculties. But it is otily when 
we can combine all these pleasures in a short transcendent hour that 
we know what pleasure really is. That, then, is what the sportsman 
—the real sportsman—attains to. A man who walks after his game 
has the best kind of walk—a walk with an object.* But he must 
also exercise skill and discretion, and walk warily. And even when 
the game is found, which involves considerable knowledge of the 
habits of the animal being sought for, it recjuires the exercise of 
considerable skill with the gun to kill the game. All those 
“ exercises” are healthy for the man, and up to this point, whatever 
the bird may think of it, there is no conscious cruelty upon tlu*- part 
of the sportsman. *fhe fact that it is a fair game, that the chances 
are not unduly in favour of the sportsman, raises the sport, to a 
lev«l quite above cruelty. Wo say the same of the s])ort of the )nan 
who follows his ganu‘ as men do over the heather in tin* North of 
Scotland, or of tin* man who has game driven over his butt as they 
do in Yorkshire. But we would hesitate to give the same name to 
pigeon-shooting. There we think the game is not a fair one. It is 
obvious that there is in pigeon-shooting an opportunity for the 
exerci.se of great skill; but so there is in felling an ox, and, 
however necessary the killing of oxen may be, no one would apply 
the term “ sport” to the business of the slaughter-house. But there 
are, as we shall s(.*e, other kinds of killing which, in that they are 
unfair to the game, do not merit the high name of “ sport,” and 
ought, w(; think, to be condemned by public opinion. 

Now, of course, there is no cruelty in killing animals which are to 
be u.sed for food, if no unnecessary pain is inflicted on the animal. 
The ox that is killed in the shambles no doubt suffers, and so does 
the grouse that is brought down in the heather. But in neither the 
art of the butcher nor that of the sportsman is there any unnecessary 
suffering given if those arts ax’e rightly practised. A good shot 
kills his bird. It is the sneaking poacher who takes his bird sitting 

‘ We flo not propose to raise the nice question of old-fashioned sf'ort as against 
the Btndern sport of game-driving. There is much to be said in favour of the modoru 
practice, and what is to be said is well said by the authcars of these volumes of the 
Badroihton Library. There are some exceedingly interesting problems in connec- 
tif'T with the subject which cannot be adequately dealt with in this place. 
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that is far more likely to wound than the man who takes it honestly 
on the wing. To us, then, it seems that there is no pi'iwd far/w 
objection to sport as such. And whether a man walks after his 
birds with dogs or has them driven over him, we cannot see that the 
killing is in any sense iinnecessarily cruel. We have, we admit, not¬ 
withstanding the arguments in the pages before us, a prefei*ence for 
the former—not on the sentimental ground, that it is quite easy 
to lie in a butt or behind a hedge aud kill what is driven over one, 
for, as a fact, there is nothing more diflicult and nothing so likely to 
test the capacity of the marksman jus a shot at driven game, but 
because w(! think that exercise should be one of the elements of sport, 
that a man ought to have the skill to “ find ” his game, and that the 
intixMluction of beaters has a tendency to render sport more mechanical 
and to confine the pleasure of it to the mere excellence of marksman¬ 
ship. 

We have said so much to show that wc are not, like the writers 
complained of by the authors of these volumes on Shooting^ pre¬ 
judiced against sport or sportsmen. Wo admit that bad marksmen 
often wound animals, and that these wounded animals sutter in- 
tolei’ably; but, although we do not lose sight of these things, wo do 
not think these incidental or accidental cruelties are sufficient in 
number to make a sweeping condemnation of all sport reasonable. 

We come now to consider other matters. In most of the observa¬ 
tions we have made we have been thinking of the killing of wild animals, 
r<*al fn'ir iialHra’. We have intentionally left out of consideration all 
questions as to the rights of landlord and tenant, and other nice 
political matters, and have been dealing with sport as sport, where 
none of those considerations comes in. No one, however, caii shut 
his ey(‘s to the fact that sport is in this country threatened, that 
the Game Laws will not exist a great number of years; and that the 
axe is already at the root of the tree is proved by the “ flares and 
llabbits Act.” Hero, however, as we have said, we do not mean to 
deal with any of these State matters, except to say that, notwith¬ 
standing the enormous increase of game in England which has been 
largely brought about by means of the rearing of tame birds'—of which 
we mean to say sometliing—we think the days of sport are numbered 
in this country, and that it behoves those persons who do not desire to 
expedite its end to see that sport as it is practised is open to as few 
objections as possible. We are, we think, on their side when we 
propose to state some of the objections which exist, in our view, to 
one kind of sport to which we have ventured to apply the epithet 
“ pampered,” and we can, we think, both from our own experience 
and from the work before us, justiiy the epithet. We are not 

' We find that on an estate in Norfolk of about 10,000 acres there were in 1821 
only 39 pheasants killed in the season. On the same estate in 1881, 6363 peasants 
were killed in the season, and 1136 of these were killed in one day by eight guns 
{Shooting, Field and Cburtf^p, 209). 
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foolish, enough to talk, as some writers do, of pheasant-shooting as if 
it were as easy as the shooting of bam-door fowls. It is not by any 
means easy. To shoot plieasants in a covert requires a very quick 
eye, a steady hand, and a sudden judgment, which fail all but a man 
of real nerve and considerable experience. Even when the covert is 
beaten and the pheasants- are driven out, the chances are very much 
in favour of the biVd as against any amateur who talks about shoot¬ 
ing them down “ like sheep.” In these cases the young sportsman 
lires away—“ blazes away,” he calls it—until his gun-barrels are 
almost red hot; but, like some of the wounds mentioned by Homer, 
all his wounds are given to the “ patient air,” and he has done no 
hanii to the birds which flew over him. Pheasant-shooting requires 
a nice art and a considerable amount of experience. We do not 
■wish to underrate the skill of a good covert shot, but we desire to 
point out hero that pheasant-shooting seems to lack several of the 
elements which are necessary to the definition of genuine sport. 
First of all, however hard they are to hit, it is only by courtesy that 
pheasants can be called “ wild animals.” Indeed, the reared birds, as 
distinguished from those which are hatched and reared in the woods, 
are spoken of as tame birds,” and it is only owing to the increase 
in these that tho sport in connection with pheasant-shooting has so 
wonderfully increased, for the number of birds that are hatched and 
reared in the woods is comparatively small. It is true that Sir 
Ealpli Payne-Gallwey says, “ By the middle or end of November, at 
which date most shooting parties are formed, so-called tame birds 
cannot be distinguished from the purely wild ones bred in the woods, 
which latter they equal in their power of flight if properly driven to the 
gun, and afford, in consequence, as great an exhibition of skill on the 
part of the shooter.” * But that is not quite consistent with what is 
written by his collaborateur, Lord Walsingham, when he says, “ In 
some places it is the custom to take up all the eggs that can be found, 
but, where no wild birds are allowed to get off, it is difficult to pre¬ 
vent the shooting from becoming somewhat tame, partly owing to the 
proportion of weak birds likely to be found among those reared by 
hand, and partly from the fact that hand-reared birds are apt to 
have a tendency to tameness.” * Now, on these confessions alone we 
think there is something to be said against this “ tame sport,” 
against a sport which requires such art in preventing the “ten¬ 
dency to tameness” in birds, and we find these objections to be 
incident to the very nature of the sport which depends for its 
existence, as it is now practised, on the rearing of birds. Pheasants 
are reared to be shot, are brought up “ by the hand ” in elaborate 
nurseries, fed upon a most full and cMffeful dietary, watched and 
warded from their enmies, stoats, weasels, rats, crows, hawks, jack¬ 
daws,, and owls, doctored for their diseases, bribed to stay at home, 
* Shoiaiftg, Field and (hurt, p. 4. * Jhid., Field and Court, p. 235. 
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lierded when they want to stray, and then sportsmen delude them¬ 
selves into the belief that they are shooting “ wild animals,” and 
upon the sole ground, as we understand it, that when these birds, 
Yoth their unfortunate ‘'tendency to tameness,” are properly “driven to 
the guns,” they are difficult to hit. Do not these facts of themselves 
justify us in applying the term “ pampered sport” to pheasant-shoot¬ 
ing ? If not, a very few details will convince most readers. 

On most well-conducted estates a certain number of birds are 
caught in October or later, are taken to the pheasantiy, where, having 
had their wings clipped, they are kept and fed during the winter. 
The birds that are left in the woods, to be expertly “ driven to the 
guns” when the time comes, have also their table spread for them. You 
may see in most coverts a covered feeding-place for the pheasants, 
stacks of wheat or barley, and little water-troughs let into the ground. 
The birds in the pheasantry are kept until they begin to lay, and lay 
very much like hens. A pheasant hen may be expected even in the 
mew to lay a;s many as twenty-five to thirty eggs. The eggs are taken 
away as soon as they are laid, and the cocks in the pheasantry have 
often to be taught not to eat the eggs by a little preparation of 
cayenne pepper. The eggs are then placed under hens, which can 
hatch and brood about fifteen to eighteen young pheasants. Turkeys 
have been tried as foster-mothers for tame birds, but on the whole 
unsuccessfully. To describe all the minute details of the hatching 
pens and coops would bo tedious. One particular will show the care 
which must be brought to the hatching of pheasants. The hens 
ought, in the early morning, to be allowed to have a run in the wet 
grass that they may damp their breast feathers, which increases the 
amount of warmth imparted to the eggs in the day’s sitting; and 
when that is impossible, it is not unusual to sprinkle the eggs with 
tepid water at the time of the morning meal. Of course, where 
pheasants are reared in any numbers, there must be a large number 
of these nurses or foster-mothers, and sometimes even these are 
insufficient to the wants of the pheasant farm, and an incubator has 
to be had recourse to. The commercial element of the sport bej^pns 
to appear here. It may have cost the gentleman who rears phea¬ 
sants a considerable amount of money to rear his birds, to feed his 
pheasantry-birds, and the like, and if he can recoup himself to some 
extent by selling he no doubt will. Pheasant eggs are, according 
to the time of year, sold at something like £4 to £5 a hundred, and 
a careful breeder will not neglect to get, if possible, a “ change of 
blood ” by the exchange of some of his cocks and hens or eggs for 
the cocks, hens, or eggs of another locality. 

We have referred to the cost of rearing pheasants. That is one 
of the aspects which we desire to bring under the notice of bur 
readers. Lmd Walsingham midees some, estimates, and calculates 
that the cost of each pheasant when turned off into the covert will 
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be about Is. *id. from the time of hatching.” It is true that his 
figures are for hatching 1000 pheasants; our own im])ression is that 
for a smaller number, at any rate, the cost of each bird up to tlie 
time it is induced to take to the woods would be more like 2 s. Or/., 
and it must be remembered that even then the expenses of the 
rearer are not at an end. It is true the birds are in the coverts, 
but they still have their two or three meals a day. It is true, 
too. that these meals are of a simpler character. In their early 
days pheasant.s have to be mo.sl carefully fi'd. liens’ eggs become a 
rarity in a pheasant-rearing neighbourhood, for the ybung birds have 
custard, it may be with a slight spi’inkling of oatmeal in it, three 
times a day. However many hens may be kept to lay eggs for the 
young pheasants’ food, it is usual, until the birds are at any rate a 
month old, to collect hens’ eggs from tJie neighbouring farms, and 
H 0 in(‘ keep<>rs continue, the “ custard ” almost as long as the “ rearer ” 
will let them have a free hand to purchase eggs. Mr. (Jarnegie, in 
his W'ork on Prnctival Ouuu’ Prcucrrini), gives a table of food for 
young pheasants *■ as an example of a course of feeding—^not of 
necessity to be followed exactly,” which is too long to reproduce in 
this place, but seems almost as elaborate as the “ diet-tables ” one 
.sometimes sees appended to the Jleports of public institutions, like 
tvsylums or workhouses. Any gentleman who rears pheasants will 
see, iji his accounts, charges for “ Braymer, British meal, buckwheat, 
rapeseed. im])erial meal, oats, maize, barley,” and the like; and, 
besides these, pheasants, w'o are told, ought to have, at certain 
times, boiled rice, onions, chopped artichoke, bruised hemp, 
chopped lettuce, groats, dry dough, corn steeped for twelve horn’s, 
and green food.^ 80 much for the feeding of pheasants. But it 
must be remembered that the coops must be placed in a field where 
the young birds can run about, and pick up insects, and that, 
according to some authorities, it will not do to use the samt; 
land again and again for that purpose. “Most keepers,” we are 
told, “ will be found to advocate a change at least once in every 
three or four years,” and it is-probable that after a certain time 
the insects, such as ants, upon which the pheasants feed may be 
exterminated in any particular field, and that such a change may 
be a necessity for those most delicately nurtured birds. 

But when we have dealt with the cuisine of the young pheasants, 
we have not nearly completed the subject of their care and rearing. 
It is an absolute necessity to make provision for the proper watching 
and warding of the coops by day and by night. For a considerable 
period the keeper or night-watchman must watch amongst the young 
birds in a movable cheiiherd’s house or under some shelter, and 
must light .and feed small fires with the object of scaring the various 
enemies which are on the keen look-out for his feeble broods. Dogs, 

l<abi9it» boiled and chopped up small also form an excellent food. 
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foxes, and poachers must be guarded against; and it is sometimes 
difficult to do so. A poacher who was tried recently in a Western 
town, having been caught netting a field for rabbits, and having 
some thirty-four rabbits in his possession at the time he was taken, 
appealed to the Bench, remarking it was very hard “ to be had up 
for those rabbits when that very night he had been through several 
of the magistrates’ pheasant nurseries and had not touched one of their 
tame birds.” It is not certain whether the appeal was a means of pro¬ 
curing leniency. But, besides these, vermin of all kinds must be 
guarded against. Eats must be poisoned, kestrels and sparrow- 
hawks shot. The barn-owl, too, must be guarded against. In fact, 
pheasant flesh is heir to a great number of ills, and it takes a 
capable and alert keeper to ward them off. Besides these, there are 
the more insidious beasts of prey. The gape-worm must be guarded 
against, and treated, when it appears, “ without handling the young 
birds,” as the advertisements of the patent medicine say. 

With all this care let us suppose that the birds have grown, 
that they are strong and healthy, although they show a strong 
tendency to nm like ostriches instead of taking to the wing. Now 
they must be induced to become wild; their natural tendency to 
tameness must be got over. The coops are gradually taken farther 
from the keejier's cottage and nearer to the woods, until at last they 
are actually inside the covert, and tlie birds are to be seen in dozens 
about the gateway through which the coops have been taken. Now 
they are becoming wild birds. Well, even now the imagination has 
to help us to the idea that these birds have got over their “ tendency 
to tameness.” It is well, if we would keep our illusion, to avoid 
seeing them follow the keeper with his sack of Indian com, night and 
morning, or seeing them swarm about his feet. It is a pretty sight, as 
we have seen it, in a green glade or ride of a branching wood, with 
the red evening sunlight filtering through the leaves and shining on 
the beautiful plumage of the old cocks—£pr these also come at the 
whistle of the keeper, and eat sometimes until they seem to be on 
the point of choking. Exceedingly pretty—^but it is, to our mind, a 
pampering of sport to rear your tame birds to be wild, to feed 
them, watch them, and ward them, and then, when the time comes, 
skilfully to drive them to the guns of the seven or eight crack shots 
that are collected for the purpose of your “ big day.” 

Again, we say that it is not upon the ordinary grounds which are 
animadverted upon by Sir Balph Payne-Gallwey that we are object¬ 
ing to the sport. He has, in the Introduction to these two useful 
volumes, fully exposed the foolishness of much of the writing in 
so-called “ sporting papers” and elsewhere as to sport. We do not 
for an instant say that a pheasant, except just when it rises, is an 
easy bird to hit; we have seen too many misses to make such an 
assertion. Our objection is that all this preparation of the game, 
VoL. 130.—^No. 4. HH 
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all this elaborate nursery work of rearing of tame birds and dubbing 
them “wild” by courtesy, is ixot, in our opinion, compatible witk 
the real fundamental notion of sport. Too much time and'money are 
spent in rearing the bird for the sport that is obtained, and in the 
end, as we shall see, there is a great difficulty to get over the birds’ 

“ tendency to tameness,” which must take away from the pleasure of 
a real sportsman, and degrade pheasant-shooting below the level of 
real sport. We ourselves do not think the end is so great as to 
justify the six months’ means. We have mentioned the fact that 
tame birds must be protected from poachers. The ease with which 
they can be taken is a grt'at inducement to the dishonest; and to 
prevent theft, as we have seen, constant watchfulness on the part of 
the keepers is necessary. But there is a kind of theft among the 
I’earers of pheasants which is another illustration of the silliness of 
this elaborate’spoi-t. Pheasants in September are apt to stray, and 
they are often bribed to do so. You will often hear a keeper say, 
“ Mr. B.’s keepe^ is feeding against me.” And so rival keepers 
have to bid higher and higher in the way of food to induce the 
birds to remain in their own coverts, or it may be to induce them to 
leave their neighbours’. Pheasants, too, are fond of apples—although 
we have not found tliese mentioned in the many pheasants’ diet- 
tables—and will find their way considerable distances to orchards. 
After the feeding-time, of an evening, you may see great numbers of 
birds ntnning along the hedge-rows, and finding their way to some 
orchaixi, whert* they will roast. If the villagers who may live near 
the oi’chards are aware of the fact, you may easily lose some of your 
birds, for a roosting pheasant is an easy prey. It is necessary, 
therefore, upon occasion to herd the pheasants away from such 
orchards, or from fields which are too near the village. But there 
are more recondite methods of checking the “ wild ” tendencies of the 
pheasants. There are half a dozen mixtures invented which keepers 
put in the water of the birds, or rub into tlieir Indian com, with the 
intention of preventing them from straying. These patent medicines 
for erraticism are called “ Stay at Home ” or ■“ Never-Stray ” and the 
like, and some of them have a considerable reputation with certain 
keepers. It %vill be seen, therefore, that the rearer of pheasants has a 
difficult problem set before him. He has to train tame birds, and get 
them into the woods where the birds are to play the part of wild birds; 
be must, in the first instance, induce the birds to conquer the 
“ tendency to tameness ” which their birth and breeding have instilled 
into their feathered heads; and, at the same time, he must counter¬ 
act the birds’ tendency to stray or to become too wild, by pampering 
them with food and medicated water, and herding them when neces¬ 
sary. It b a difficidt problem to solve practically, and even when it is 
succf^sfei^y s^ved it^oea do mncdi credit to any one concerned. 
But is alt this fishsflain rearing aimtural prepantion to sport? We have 
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travelled a long way from the savage pleasure of tracking, finding, 
and killing game to the rearing, fattening, herding, and shooting of 
“ tame birds.” 

But the sport itself is, to our minds, open to some objections. 
Many pastimes are apt, in a civilized society, to change their form, 
and that very often not for the better. Cricket is a magnificent game, 
and is probably played to-day better than it ever was before. But 
it is a good deal leas of a game, and more of a profession, in 
these days, when matches are played for the gate-money they yield. 
It is the same with billiards. Protebly no time has produced players 
at all comparable to Roberts junior, Peall, Mitchell, and some others. 
But it is a profession of display all through the winter, and the dopr- 
money must in some cases yield a large income to the players. The 
“ battue,” a word which makes sportsmen very angry we see from 
these volumes of the “ Badminton Library,” although it is harmless 
enough, and only means the shooting of birds whmh are raised or 
started by “boating,” is the modem form of pheasant-shooting. 
Sportsmen prefer to talk about “ shoots,” and we have nothing to say 
against their nomenclature. The fact remains that the whole character 
of the sport has altered in recent times. It is no longer usual to follow 
your game; your game is tUways driven to you. That is especially true 
«)f grouse-shooting as ijractised in Yorkshire, and of partridge-shooting 
as practised in Norfolk, Cambridge, and Suffolk. With regard to 
pheasant-shooting, beating is almost a necessity, and the old-fashioned 
method of shooting them with pointers, spaniels, and setters has 
become a thing of the past. It is almost amusing to read some of 
the descriptions, in the old books upon sport, of the sport that is tc 
be had from finding birds in the hedge-rows, or the use of “ springing” 
spaniels, and to compare them with the records of a modern covert 
shoot. Some writers maintain that the sport in the latter is much 
greater than in the former ; it is certain that the bags are immensely 
increased, and if “sport” is to be measured by the number of 
animals killed, as seems too much the vulgar habit of these latter 
days, there can be no question of the superiority of the “ shoot.” 
Fifty years ago a man would be well content if he had a bag of ten 
pheasants. Now it is not uncommon to hear of a man killing from 
two to three hundred birds in one of these November or December 
shoots. The record of Lord Malmesbury’s shooting from 1801 to 
1840 shows that in that period he only killed 6320 pheasants. That 
would look a shockingly small number to a modem shot. We see, 
for instance, that in the estate in Norfolk to which we had occasion 
to refer before, in 1876, 5069 pheasants were killed in the season, 
and as many as 1576 in one day. In 1881, on the same estate, 
5363 were killed in the season, and 1136 in one day. Thesie figures 
are eloquent of th^ change which has been introduced since artificial 
rearing has so largely inore^ed the quantity of game avaiiableVor 
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sport, but they also indicate, we think, that it is not only the 
rearing, but the sport that is artificial. The tame birds have a way 
of running, especially from men, and it was thought in the old time 
that they took to the wing more readily when pursued by dogs. 
Sometimes, even in these days, clumber spaniels or other dogs are 
used in addition 'to the army of beaters who are employed to brush 
through the coverts and drive everything out before them to 
the guns which are posted outside. It is wonderful how, even in 
face of the army of beaters who go through the wood whistling, 
shouting, beating on the stems of trees with sticks, and making the 
day hideous with their noises, these birds, with tlieir tendency to 
tameness, will run, and that is proved by the fact that it is generally 
at the last bushes in the covert, that the “ hottest comer” is. Sir 
Balph Payne-Gallwe> asserts that ‘ * it is invariably the object of the 
host or his head-keeper to send the game as wild, high, and fast 
over the guns is ix>ssible that may be true when the host has 
got together seven or eight crack shots—and these are the men that are 
wanted at a modern covert shoot—but the difficulty of getting the 
birds to take to the wing at all is often very considerable. When 
the birds do come, no doubt there are some exciting minutes. Each 
gunner has two guns and a man to load, and even then he may have 
to shoot until his hand can scarcely hold the hot barrels of his gun. 
For the time, no doubt, he forgets his long wait by the covert side, 
he forgets the tedious preparations during the whole spring and 
summer for these few minutes of excitement, but we cannot. The 
old beating of the hedges, which people laugh at nowadays, seemed 
to us to have more sport, although the shots may have been easier 
than those brilliant days when there are hundreds of birds spread 
out to be looked at and counted at lunch-time, when the game-cart 
meets the shooters at various points to relieve the labouring beaters 
of the birds, and when the cart is driven off to the nearest station 
and the birds are sent by train to some imulterer or game-dealer in a 
large town. It is an exceedingly dear amusement, as may be gathered 
from what has been said, but that is not, in our opinion, a serious 
objection to it. It is a dear amusement to purchase great pictures, 
but we would not limit that luxury by law, because the purchase of 
pictures is not merely an ostentation in the man who buys, but is an 
encouragement of art amongst artists. But pheasant-shooting and 
the rearing which goes before the two or three days—“ big dajrs ”— 
when the coverts are shot, costs much money, occupies the time of 
a considerable number of men, and, so far as we can see, does no 
particular good to any one. We cannot agree with the writer, 
quoted with approval by Sir Balph Payne-Gallwey, who says; 

** Pheasant^oothig affords a day’s outing and pay to a number of 
i^bo^rs [a« beaters], who immensely enjoy it, and it gives employment to 

^ Tol. i. p. 3. 
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a large number of keepers. It provides thousands of middle-class people 
with pheasants at the price of chickens, or even less. For instance, during 
November 1885 any number of fine cock pheasants could be bought in 
the London market at two shillings apiece, whex-e, if there had been no 
big days of pheasant-shooting, pheasants would be a guinea a brace. It 
afibrds a subject of sarcasm fur cockney artists and writers of leading 
articles in the ‘ sporting ’ papers. In short, there is scarcely a class in the 
community which is not benefited or amused by it.” 

This seems to us almost sentence by sentence open to con¬ 
tradiction, Some of the statements may be true, but the con¬ 
clusions that are drawn from them are erroneous. First, the em¬ 
ployment of the labourers as beaters, even if they enjoy it, is not a 
good occupation for them. Thercj are no men worse workers than 
men who are connected with sport. It is true, pheasant-rearing 
involves the employment of a number of men as keepers who might 
be doing work much more useful to the community. It is possible 
that the market may bo glutted with pheasants at two shillings 
apiece which have cost twice that amount of monl^ to bring to the 
gun ; but we question whether there is any benefit to a community 
from such gluts. The other statements do not call for answer. 

We have endeavoured to avoid the “ sarcasm ” which the writer 
complains of, and to state our objections to a “ sport ” which 
requires such elalxorate preparations—the long rearing and feediixg 
of the game, the tameness of the birds, their unwillingness to take 
wing. All these are circumstances which seem to us to make it 
doubtful whether pheasant-shooting ought to be looked upon as a 
real sport. It is upon these at any rate intelligible grounds that 
we look upon this “ pampered sport ” with disfavour. 



INTBRN'ATIONAL MIGRATION AND 
POLITICAL ECONOMY.* 

Political economists of the so-called “English” or “orthodox” 
school are accustomed to treat the world they deal with as purely 
abstract and ideal. Stai-ting from a few simple principles they arrive 
at conclusions which hold good only of economic men, and are not 
intended to be applied to the conci’ete world of producers, exchangers, 
and consumers, without very considerable modification by considera¬ 
tions extraneous to the economic sphere. Scientifically, of course, 
the procedure is legitimate; but the abstractions, taken as they are 
from existing economic relations, become inadequate when those 
relations undergo alteration; and the ideal world, abstract though it 
be contemplated by the* abstract science of political economy, has to 
admit new elements and new relations suggested by the new phase of 
the phenomena. Thus, every great addition to the doctrines of poli¬ 
tical economy has been prompted by some new economic situation, 
and has been constructed either in order to justify an actual policy 
or to fit circumstances previously unforeseen. Take the mercantile 
theory in its crudest form. It was constructed primarily to justify 
the policy of that Government which was at the same time the 
largest holder of specie and the most deeply committed to a policy of 
conquest. Take, again, the Protectionist system as devised by Col¬ 
bert and appended to the mercantile theory. It was justified mainly 
on grounds of foreign policy, partly as a temporary expedient for 
establishing industries which would in the long run be able to stand 
alone and would greatly increase the wealth and power of the 
country which possessed them. Take the laissez-faire principle of the 
Physiocrats : it was generated, as the historians of the science will 
tell ns, by the reaction against Colbertism, consequent on the financial 
crisis produced by Law’s Mississippi Scheme, and under the influences 
of the hindrances to free transit due to the fiscal exigencies of the 
French monarchy. Adam Smith’s greht work, abstract as it is in 
parts, and historical as it is in other parts, is not a mere speculative 
inquiry, but has one moral running through it—the destruction of the 
mercantile ^stem; and it may be remarked that his main argument * 

3 C^kMerable poctiom of the fdlowiug article were contained in a paper read at 
the National 14bwal 03ub Political Sconoiny Dinner, July 11,1888. 

_ IV. c. I.; the clearest ezj^ation of the mode in which exports, pay for 

uaporle; ; . 
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against the most enlightened defenders of that a^atem. is much less appli¬ 
cable to its earlier history—vehen international trade, such as it was, 
must have been largely barter of goods for specie—^than to his own 
time, when that trade had become barter of goods for goods. His attack, 
in short, owes its force in a great degree to change of economic con¬ 
ditions. Adam Smith and his predecessors no doubt explicitly stated 
that Political Economy gave practical rules of financial policy; but 
even when the science becomes more distinctly theoretic the same 
dependence on the actual situation is observable. Eicardo, generally 
taken as the type par excellence of the abstract deductive political 
economist, believed himself to be dealing with the actual and concrete; 
he constructed his theory as a business man on the assumption that 
all men.are business men in almost all their actions; and his theory of 
rent, ordinarily regartled as purely abstract, is closely connected, as has 
often been pointed out, with that rise and fall of the margin of cul¬ 
tivation which was the consequence of the fluctuations of the price 
of com during and after the French wars. Again, it was only w’hen 
the laissez-faire and free-contract doctrines were seen to be inappli¬ 
cable to the case of labour in their entirety, that the doctrines were 
formulated that “ the rate of profit depends not on wages but on the 
cost of labour,” and that trades unions were justified as a legitimate 
means of securing the due. “higgling of the market” b£‘tween em¬ 
ployers and employed. In sliort, whatever may be the claims of 
Political Economy to be regaplod as an abstract science, great addi¬ 
tions to its doctrines seem always due to the presence of new economic 
conditions. 

In the migrations of the present day w'o have to deal with 
phenomena without parallel in economic history. There are, first, 
the obvious and familiar cases: the Chinese in Australia and 
America; the Eus.sian and Polish Jews in England; and, even more 
recently, the Italian movement into the United States. The Chinese 
immigrations have led to violations of international law, which have 
only been suggested in the Eussian case. In British Columbia, as 
in the United States, the apprehended dangers have led the Colonial 
Legislature, the Californian Legislature, and the United States 
Congress to exceed their constitutional powers.; while that into 
Australia has not only led to hurried legislation, the legitimacy of 
which is at least doubtful, but has actually suggested the imposition 
of special disabilities on such Chinese as may be British subjects.* 
The migrations from Europe into the United States have led to 
special legislation—not perhaps unjustifiable—with regard to the 
importation of labourers under contract; which, however, it has 
been found quite possible to evade.* In England we have had a 

^ Bcuter’s Telegnuoo, StmeSf Jose 15. The Colonial Conference snggestR that the 
Imperial 6ovemuiont‘ shall indnce the Governments of Hong Kong, tlM Straits 
Settlements, and Labuan to prohibit Chinese emigration thenoe to Anstridia. *' 

^ The “Knights of Labohr" in the-United States axe reported to support a Bill 
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scare, arid an Immigration Committee, both of which have been 
imitated in the United States. As now countries get filled up, the 
question of restricting immigration becomes a pressing one. Our 
own colonies have long objected to the assisted immigration of 
English labour; and there are Americans who talk of raising the 
poll-tax of fifty dents per immigrant now collected from the steam¬ 
ship companies to twenty-five dollars, in order, as they say, to 
prevent their own labour market being glutted by the pauper labour 
of Europe. In Eastern Europe, strange to say, a somewhat similar 
grievance is felt, though the immigration there is of a very different 
class. The immigration into Bussia exceeded the emigration, in 
1881-85, by no less than 22J per cent. ;* this is mainly composed 
of German and Austrian agriculturists, and had resulted in 1883 in 
the permanent settlement of Germans in Volhynia alone to the 
number of 100,000—a phenomenon which is held by some nationalist 
Russian writers to threaten the very existence of the village com¬ 
munity.* And we have such minor phenomena as the largo migra¬ 
tions of Belgians and Germans into France, which go far to com¬ 
pensate for the slow rate of increase of the native population; and 
also the annual efflux of Italians into Switzei’land and Southern 
France, with which travellers are familiar. There is a very large 
migration, too—not altogether permanent settlers—from Spain and 
Southern Europe to South America; though from various causes the 
supply of this labour seems as yet not to have exceeded the demand. 
The same may be said of the coolie traffic to Demerara and else¬ 
where. 

All over the world, then, we have movements of iiopulation on a 
scale never hemd of before. Now the older |K)litical economists 
obviously never dreamt of this state of things. Adam Smith, indeed, 
attacks “the policy of Europe” for restricting the free migration 
of labour within the boundaries of various countries by laws of 
settlement, corporation laws, and statutes of apprenticeship; but he 
also notes the great difference in the wages, even of unskilled labour, 
in contiguous districts, and remarks that “ a man is of all kinds of 
baggage the most difficult to transport.” And it could hardly be 
expected that the writer who declared that, “ to expect that the free¬ 
dom of trade should be entirely restored in Great Britain is as absurd 
as to expect that an Oceana or Utopia should ever be established in 
it,” ® would ever contemplate such a much greater change as the inter¬ 
national freedom of movement of producing agents. The accepted 
theoiy of international trade, dating from Ricardo, involves—in 

now before Congress for the appointment of consular agents in Europe to investigate 
the ciranmstanoes of intending emigrants. 

* ikatitpiie <b la Jtuuie, 1834-1886. Supplement. 

Bu$tUche Hevue, vot Mdll. p. 361, seqq.: an article by J. Matthaei on 

■ett’immigratton i^o Buss^ 
ir. c.'2. 
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Professor Caimes’words*—on the assumption, usually made in treatises 
of political economy, that, as between occupations and localities in 
the same countiy, the freedom of movement of capital and labour is 
perfect, while, as between nations, capital and labour move with 
diiSiculty or not at all. Picardo himself expressly appi-oves this 
immobility (referring especially to capital), though obviously on non¬ 
economic grounds.® Mill ® accepts the assumption, with some reser¬ 
vation as to capital; and, though Caimes* adopts it, only with con- 
side'rable qualifications, ho does not think the amount of migration so 
great as to modify the theory of international trader to any appreci¬ 
able extent; and labour he regards as far less mobile than capital. 
Such migration (of Chinese and Polynesians) as he notices* only 
fonus new non-competing groups; and, except in this allusion, there 
seems no refenmee, in his chapter on Tnteimational Trade and the 
Hate of Wages, ” to the. phenomenon with which we are now familiar 
in the East End—an export trade due mainly to the presence of 
cheap foreign labour. Fawcett, indeed, explicitly approved of free 
migration of labour, so far as economic grounds alone are considered; 
and puts exclusion of foreign labour (except where social and moral 
reasons are operative) on a par with other forms of Protectionism.* 
7VII such measures, he says, are “unjustifiable,’’ because they inilict 
ivn unfair buitlon on the consumer. And Mr. Sidgwick recognizes 
the occurrence of international migration of labour as an occasional 
phenomciuon; but he bases his criticism of Mill’s theory of inter¬ 
national trade on a wholly difforejit point—Mill’s alleged neglect of 
cost of carriage. While Mr. Clifte licslie ^ argued tliat Mill’s 
princi])lo that recqirocal demand governs international values is not 
true of all such values, and is true as regards the exchanges between 
other non-competing groups besides natives. To this Professor 
Caimes has answered by anticipation, and Professor Bastable expli- 
citly,®that, though the distinction between international and domestic 
trade is not absolute, still it is sufficiently marked to justify the 
retention of the current distinction. 

The orthodox political economy, then, makes no provision for the 
case of international migi-ation of labour.® If it contemplated unre¬ 
stricted migration tho whole theory of international trade would 
disappear. It is a consequence of that theory, paradoxical, no doubt, 

J 9®^roes, Trading Principle*of MUiedEcow»ng,Tg.Z^2. Cf. Bastable, JBtemitiona? 
Tradt, p. 4 «em. 

* Bicardo, Prinehlea of Pditical Economg, c. 7 (ed. 1840, p. 77). 

* Mill, Pditieal Economy, iii. 17, § 3. * Cairnes, op. at., p. 303. * Ibid. p. 329. 

* Fawcett, Free Trade and Protection, 1878, p. 16 j Sidgwick, Principles of Jhliiieal 
Economy, pp. 214-230. 

Fortniglttly, vol. xxv. * Cairnes, p. 303; Bastable, p. 9 seqq. 

* Mr. J. H. Levy has pointed out to the author a passage in Destiitt de Tracy, 
{Train de VEconomie Politigue ni JtUdogie, Works, ^ris. 1826, vol. v, p. 211), 
MD^estir^ that Governments should prohibit immigrotion, because it increases the 
suffering caused by the pressure of population. This (noticed also by J, gamier) 
seems the only exception t.o the general neglect of the question ia standard economic 
literature. 
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but demonstrable, and (what is more) not infrequently realized in 
practice—'that countries may with advantage import what they could 
produce with less labour and abstinence at home, than are actually 
expended on their production in the producing country. Australia, 
to cite Professor Cairnes’ instance, imported pit-preps from Norway and 
butter from Ireland during the years of the gold ftwer, though she 
had a distinct advantage over those countries in power of producing 
those articles; because it was more to her advantage to put her labour 
and capital into the pioduction of gold, and to buy those articles with 
gold, tlian to produce them at home. But were labour and capital 
perfectly free to move, they would at once rush to the country 
which offered the most favourable conditions of production ; and 
countries 'with no particular advantages would speedily beconu* 
entirely dctxrpulated. 3ilill had recognized this depopulation as 
theoretically jwssible; but both he and Professor Bastable treat it as 
chimerical,* and no doubt it is so. But in proiioi'tion as we approach 
to it we shall have to abandon the accepted theory of international 
trade ; and the existence of that theory shows how very little tho 
apprehensions now' felt as to the international movement of labour 
and capital were contemplated even by recent economists. 

It will not, howovi'r, be difficult to discover how' the masters of 
political economy would have regarded—from the purely economic 
imint of view'—any projwsal to restrict the free movement of labour. 
They have fr<*(piently been charged with a total neglect of the actual 
losses and sufferings that arise' from the displacement of labour within 
any country, and it has usually been considered a fair answel’ to say 
that they were examining general tendencies in an ideal world, and 
were entitled to make abstraction of those counteracting caust's which 
occur in tno real world, because their influence is comparatively 
small. But when they came to international trade, the exceptional 
causes were so considerable as to nullify those tendencies of capital 
and labour to the most profitable employments which are seen 
in domestic trade, and so to necessitate a new theory. Sup]M)se, how¬ 
ever, they had been convinced that the influence of these exceptional 
causes tended to decline or vanish, they could only have accepted the 
fact, and modified their theory accordingly. Values in international 
trade, as in domestic, would then tend to be determined by relative 
cost of production undtsr the least favourable conditions (except of 
course between non-competing groups), and unrestricted migi-ation 
would result in greater specialization of labour under the most 
favourable conditions of production, cheaper and more abundant 
products, and so—what is most important to the great mass of man¬ 
kind—an increase of the real reward of labour. The temporary 
inconveniences attending displacement of labour by the newcomers, 
these economist would have either ignored altogether, or treated as 

, ’ Mill, Ihlitittd Eampmy, Ut § 17> 3, tub fin.; Bastable, p, 163. 
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merely incidental; and though (like Ricardo) they might have pre¬ 
ferred fixity of capital and labour on non-economic grounds, probably 
the abstractness of their theory, aind the eighteenth-century influ¬ 
ences which more or less afiected them aJl, would very probably have 
prevented their doing so. Indeed, it is precisely the neglect of 
questions of nationality, patriotic feeling, and the like, which has 
been made a ground of complaint against the “ orthodox,” or 
“ English ” school, by the followers of Friedrich List in Germany, 
just as it often is by Pair Traders at home. Of course the answer 
is that such considerations are non-economic/ Non-economic con¬ 
siderations (though not these in particular’) have, of course, been most 
distinctly recognized by English economists, at any rate from Mill 
onward, as largely modifying the practical applications of economic 
theory. But there seems no escape from the conclusion that, so far • 
as purely economic grounds are concerned, “ the English school” is 
compelled to extend-its approval of free movement of goods to free 
movement of labour; and that Fawcett has distinctly done so. 

It may, however, be said that there are other doct-rines of political 
economy which may sei-ve as a basis for argument against free inter¬ 
national movement of labour. The case, it has been suggested, might 
be met by an extension of the principles of trades unionism.* But surely 
the only part of those principles that an economist can regard as legiti¬ 
mate is that workmen may combine to insure definite agreements and 
to obtain fair terras in that “ higgling of the market ” which determines 
the wage actually paid. But if workmen combine against cheaper 
labour simply bedauso it is cheaper, they at once become monopolists, 
and as such are odious to the orthodox economist. Such action is 
explicitly condemned by Fawcett (as I have shown), by Caimes, less 
clearly by Mill, and implicitly by Professor Marshall; * but there is 
perhaps one ground on which it may be justified, as will be seen 
presently. One case of immigration is indeed covered by the trades 
union doctrine : the importation of labourers under contract. For 
such importation obviously tends to place the native' workmen at a 
disadvantage in making their bargain, since the imported labourers 
cannot but be ignorant of the precise conditions of the labour market 
in their adopted country, and when they learn those conditions they 
are prevented by the terms of their contract from securing a fair 
revision of their bargain. It is only fair to prevent such contracts 
by law, as is done (not altogether successfully) in the United States; 
but not because the labour imported is cheap, but because it is dealt 
with under conditions which make its fair treatment improbable. 
The argument for such prevention in short is alien to the arguments 
against the trade system. 

But there is another principle—just now referred to—on which 

I The author is.iodebted for the sufsgestion to Mr. J. H. Levy. 

* Caimes, op. at. ; Mill, r. 10, § 5; Marshall, JEconomio of Imuetrj, p. 203. ' 
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an economic argument for restriction of immigration might con¬ 
ceivably be based. We have all heard a good deal about it of late 
years in connection with wag»>s disputes, Factory Acts, and the eight 
hours movement. It is that the cost of labour is not measurable simply 
by the rate of wages paid. Lowt'r wages permanently, say by the 
introduction of Chinese, and it does not follow that in the long run you 
really lower cost of production—at any rate, cost of production of goods 
in general, “ The American workman,” says a Californian writer,* 
“ can of course compete with the Chinaman, but only by lowering him¬ 
self to the same level; in particular, he must dispense with family 
life. Now this is not purely a moral or social consideration; but an 
economic consideration as well. The European or American artisan 
who works for the "wages of a Chinaman will probably sink as a 
producer even below the level of the Chinaman; he will become, 
not perhaps incapable of doing what the Chinaman does, but 
incapable of adapting himself to th(»p new and ever-changing 
developments of skilled labour which are so marked a feature in 
manufacturing industry, (lenoral loss of versatility and of productive 
power would be a heavy price to pay for the cheapening of existing 
goods. If such competition should ever take place in fact, and if 
the results apprehended should follow, the economist will assuredly 
have something to say in favour of restriction simply as an economist. 
Observers testify that the worst paid among our unskilled labourers 
do extraoi’dinarily bad work; and that their pay, which seems cruelly 
little, about represents the economic value of their lal)our; while 
thf! only argument for shorter hours of w'ork that an economist can 
admit is that tlie productive power of the labourar will be improved 
in a degree which will more than compensate for the loss of working 
time. IVnnauent restrictions on immigration can, it would seem, be 
economically justified only on the ground that lower wages make less 
efficient labour. Temporary restrictions are, of course, not the 
business of the economist. 

But is it true, it may be asked, that such a decline would 
really occur ? Such evidence as is furnished by some conspicuous 
cases at present goes to show that it would, if —but this is a very 
important “if”—the competition of the immigrants were really perma¬ 
nently effective against the native in most trades. The Chinese in 
Australia, and the Poles and Russians at the East End, would seem, 
where they continue doing the same class of work as the native 
workman, to do it very much worse. In the furniture trade in 
Australia, we are told,* it is only the cheapest furniture that they 
make; in the clothing trade in the East End, the incomers seem to 

* Mr. G. B. l^ensmore (?), TAe Chinese in CaU/orni9,.8an Francisco, 1886. 

See letter in tho Timet from “ Coloni'rt,” May 10,1888. However, Mr. D. Gillies, 
I^mier of Victoria, in despatclt to Lard SallKbuty, of April 11, 1888, states that 
their competition has been severely felt in several brsnohes of industry. But 
which 7 
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take the lower grades of work, where they do not (as they generally 
do) monopolize a special branch, such as slop>coats and uniforms. 
But it seems pretty clear that they have not yet permanently affected 
the better class of workers—in the “ bespoke” clothing and boot 
trade for instance. Why then, the older economists would have 
asked, can they live and thrive ? Why is not the rubbish that they 
produce driven out by a somewhat better article produced by the 
native workman, who, being a better workman, can produce it 
relatively cheaper, even thoijgh the wages are higher? For the 
consumer in orthodox political economy is always supposed to be the 
best judge of his own interest. In real life, however, not only is the 
consumer frequently a very stupid person, but—and this is an 
important point—^the “ demand ”• in modern trade is not necessai-ily 
a consumer’s demand at all. Many consumers are not free agents. 
Workhouse children, officials with uniform found by their employers, 
soldiers, and the like must take what their superiors will give them. 
The demander is not here the actual consumer, and his interest is 
not obviously—though it may be really—to get an article of good qua¬ 
lity. Again, the purchaser of ready-made clothing in the up-country 
store in some remote colony will buy low-priced boots and slop- 
clothing, not because he wants that kind of article, but because the 
previous demander—the retailer, or the wholesale dealer behind him 
—has bought the goods on advantageous terms, through the pushing 
traveller, it may be, of some export house ; and the customer must take 
that aiticle or nothing. The object of the trade need not be to suit 
the wants of the colonial consumer; it may be to produce something 
that will be taken by the colonial dealer; and the latter need not 
by any means be so controlled by the consumer—even if that con¬ 
sumer is fairly intelligent—as to meet his views in the matter of 
quality. And it may very well be (as Professor Marshall has 
remarked) the object of a wholesale dealer to sell bad articles rapidly 
rather than good ones slowly, because quick turnover is more 
attractive than a remote and laboriously acquired reputation. There 
is, too, a large home trade in these cheap, worthless goods among 
the poorer classes, who as consumers assuredly do not know their 
own interest. 

Are we, then, to construct an argument against the free migration 
of labour on the ground that in the long run such migration may 
texfcd to reduce the productive power of the more civilized nations by 
reducing wages, and with them not only productive power, but the 
standard of comfort, and with it one of the most , important checks to 
that great bugbear of economists—the tendency of population to 
outrun the means of subsistence ? It is difficult to see from what 
other part of the orthodox economic theory such an ai^ument can be 
derived j but the action of wages on productive power has not been 
sufficiently studied to lead deductively to any very valuable results. 
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Blit &ere are reasons for supposing that the present movements are 
not of such gravity as to require any special theory whatever: they 
seem to be abnormal and exceptional. 

In the first place, the immigrants appear not to compete with the 
native labourers, at any rate permanently. We might natarolly expect 
them to form new non-competing groups, to use Professor Caimea’ 
term, and experience to some extent verifies the prediction. Look 
at the Chinese in Australia and America. They are laundiymen, 
gardenei's, cigar-makers, slop-tailors, ^akers of cheap furniture— 
most of them trades little practised before in those countries, all of 
them trades which, after the first displacement—and there is evidence 
that there has been some displacement in the tailoring and shirt¬ 
making trodes in San Francisco'—pass into their hands exclusively. 
It is true that in Australia* they have caused riots by appropriating 
the best gold-mining clanns, and that in California they have been 
prohibited from fishing in State waters; but there is no evidence, 
except vague general statements, that they have yet lowered the rate 
of wages in general, or that the supply of labour in any country they 
have entered is very likely to be permanently excessive. Temporary 
want of employment there may frequently be ; all new countries are 
liable to periods of depression, commonly due to reaction aftei* 
excessive speculation; but a permanently over-stocked labour-market 
in a new country is below the economic horizon. Take, again, the 
Fast End case. It is admittedly only a veiy few industries that have^ 
passed into the hands of the immigrants: cigar-making, ostrich- 
feather cleaning, fur-caije making, the making of slop-coats (but 
not trousers or waistcoats), bootraaking for export, and only part of 
that; and such evidence as can be obtained at present indicates 
that they have developed an export trade in clothes (if not also in 
boots) which gives additional employment to English skilled labour, 
and which, but for their immigration, would probably have conferred 
that benefit on Germany. That trade has been rapidly increasing of 
late years.® Great evils no doubt exist in it, but there are more 
legitimate means of meeting them than checks on immigration/ 
More goods have been produced, more labour is employed, and we have 
another article in which to discharge indebtedness for imports—^not 
at all an unimportant consideration in the face of actual or threat¬ 
ened decline in our staple industries. The displacement of labour, 
which has been produced by immigration, whether in Australia 

' See the book attributed to Me. Densmore, and before quoted. 

^ the Lambing Flat itiots, 1861. 

* See Mr. Burnett’s well-known Report; Mr. D. F. Schloss, Journal of the Sodetp of 

February 1887, and in JPortniffMly, December 1886. It is fair to add that Mr. 
Snhluss’s conclusions are not accepted by some authorities in the boot trade, but it 
is stated that the competition is exaggerated. 

* As the mrkers teoognize. See report of mating in Goaleton Mall, Whitechapel, 
aiblrnssetVby Mr. ConyhSs^ Mr.'Caamnghame Ghraham, and Mrs. Besant, in PaU Mali 
Ora^cUs, June last. 
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Ameripa, or London, cannot be compared in amount with the dis- 
placem3nt duo to the introduction of new maohmery—say, ui the last 
twenty yt'ars—to which attention haS ' recently been called by Mr. 
Edwai-d Atkinson and Sir Lyon Playfair. Applied i>olitical economy 
does not condemn the inventor, though he not only produces tem¬ 
porary displacement of labour, and consequent distress, but destroys 
the utility of much fixed capital, stimnlates over-production, and 
thereby contributes more than any one else to depression of trade. 
It accepts migration from cot^try to town, which is probably the 
cause of more distress in London than any immigration of foreigners. 
It has rather neglected displacements of labour in general, as un¬ 
fortunate incidents of progress, which may, perhaps, be alleviated by 
increasing subdivision, and, in some degree, by systematic technical 
«"ducation.’ Why should it lay stress upon them in this instance 
alone ? Because, it may be said, in this case they are likely to 
increase: it is not the present evils that are important, but greater 
evils in the future. 

One great migration, however, is open to no economic objection 
j whatever—^the great Gt*rman migration into Kussia. The immi¬ 
grants come,' not as labourers, but as peasant proprietors, attracted 
by the cheapness of land, and bringing capital with them. The 
Russian peasant cannot compete with them, because his archaic 
system of land tenure, with its periodical redistributions, customary 
rules of cultivation, compulsory rotation of crops, and large area of 
common pasture and forest, implies large holdings and a less '* ex¬ 
tensive ” and concentrated, and therefore less eflective, agriculture. 
It is stated, too, that the incomers purchase forest (analogous to the 
wastes of the lords of manors) for conversion into arable, and so 
deprive the natives of their rights of common over it. Apart from 
this legal question, it seems clear enough that the objections to this 
migration are not economic, but social and political. Accordingly, it 
it is on patriotic grounds that the nationalist Press has attacked it: 
because it seems to endanger the existence of the race. To the 
Italian migration into France and Switzerland, again, it is not easy 
to see any economic objection. It would seem merely to supply that 
labour which (thanks to the neo-Malthusians) is not provided from 
native sources; and it is not clear that the comi^etition between it 
and the native labour is very seriously felt, except, indeed, in some 
branches of unskilled labour, which is necessarily exposed to compe- 
tion in a special degree. It would seem, in short, that the argument 
against migratbn, based on the probable depression of the productive 
power of the nation, may be balanced by another argument, based on 
Mr. Wakefield’s doctrine, of the complex co-operation of labour. 
These immigrants, from their various national or racial peculiarities, 

, ^ Ptjlkictil iSitfene^ Q!uar<^Iy, II. 1. p. 57: " The Limits of Competition ” by Professor 
J. B. Clark. 

’ .AtMtiicAa .ffem, voL zziii 1885 (before referred to}. ’ 
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tend eventually, after causing some displacement, to form non-com¬ 
peting groups.* They thus promote that varied and diverse produc¬ 
tion which Mr. Wakefield insisted was the necessary condition of 
economic progress in new countries, and which American Protec¬ 
tionists have ingeniously turned to the support of their own system. 
You cannot confine the field of production within a ring fence, and 
suppose that every foreign immigrant must of necessity compete 
with some native laljourer in some existing trade. At first this 
competition, of course, takes place, |j}ut the new developments of 
production are limitless, and it is these—often directly, always in¬ 
directly—which the incomers tend to facilitate. Most of the 
arguments brought against the unrestricted immigration of foreign 
labour would apply with equal force against the introduction of 
improved machinery or improved methods of economizing labour. 

One reason, then, \/hy no modification of economic doctrine is 
requu'ed by the present situation is, that the competition of immi¬ 
grant with native is not yet pemiammtly established, except per¬ 
haps where (as with the Germans in llussi.a) it is economically 
justifiable. Another reason, and perhaps a more important one, is 
this : that the general immobility of labour assumed by orthodox 
economists, to which reference has been made a few pages back, still 
exists; and that the movements which have created so much appre¬ 
hension are due to special and temporary causes. 

The causes which keep nations apart are mainly non-econoraic. 
It may be added that the economic motive operative in emigra¬ 
tion is not desire of wealth, but aversion from starvation. We 
may well doubt whether the populations most given to emigration 
emigrate for any other reason than because they cannot help it. 
Irishmen have migrated pretty freely for the last forty years; but 
not simply from the desire to better themselves, but because they 
could not find employment at home. The Chinese emigrate, not be¬ 
cause they like it, for they all return as soon as they can; but because 
they cannot find a livelihood in China. But this is not because 
Chinese territory is full, but because it is not sufficiently opened up.* 
Italians migrate, not because there is no room in Italy, for much 

^ As to the Chinese in Australia and New Zealand, see letter (from the capitalist- 
squatter standpoint) from Mr. Aird, in Tvm», September 4,18M; Jews in East London, 
see Mr. Burnett’s import (in liepafUt of Inapeetora of Factorie$ for 1887, p. 91); also 
letter from Hebbert & Co., Timet, June 12,1888, stating that for the last twenty to 
twenty-five years the greater part of the police, railway, and Post-Office uniforms 
have been made by Jews, and that they could not get Entile workmen capable of 
making them. 

® Sir J. Pope Hennessy, Nineteenth Century, April 1888, p. 617; the Marquis 
Tseng, Atiatic Quarterly, January 1887, pp. 4 and 6. “ The emigration from China,” 
he says, “musthe imputed rather to the poverty and ruin in which (the em^frants) 
were involved by the great Taeping and Mohammedan rebellions than to the diffi¬ 
culty of finding the means of subsistence under ordinary conditions. In her wide 
domalMi tlteri room enough to spare for all her teeming population. ■ What China 
wains ih not emigration, but a proMr organisation for the oquidtle distribution of 
the popoktion.” 
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of it is practically undeveloped ; but because a defective land system 
(at least in the South), lack of capital, and a taxation, local and 
central, estimated at 25 per cent, of the national income, prevent 
their finding employment at home. Frenchmen themselves emigrate 
—from parts of France; but they all return if they can.* It seems 
improbable that any class of emigrants anywhere submit to expatria¬ 
tion from the purely economic motive, of “ bettering themselves ”— 
that is, supposing they could get on at all at home—except the more 
educated class of Germans a^ Englishmen. And the reasons for 
the emigration of Bussian Jews are most distinctly temporary and 
artificial. 

There ai’e three and a-half millions of Jews in Eussia,® chiefly 
crowded together in certain districts of the west and south. In the 
Black Sea basih they form about one-eleventh, in the South Baltic 
basin nearly one-seventh, of the population. But in these districts 
they are mainly confined to the towns, not merely by their own apti¬ 
tudes, but by the action of the State. Taking urban population, 
then, their numbers range from 15 per cent, of the total urban popu¬ 
lation in Ekateriuoslav, and 19 per cent, in the Crimea, to over GO 
per cent, in Grodno, Podolia, Kovno, and Minsk ; 71 per cent, in Vol- 
hynia—one of the districts, be it noted, most i*esorted to by German 
agricultural colonists; and 94 per cent, in Mohilev. Now, in the last- 
named government the Jewish districts are only aboiit an eighth of 
the area of the province. Provision, indeed, is nominally made for 
the free migration of Jewish merchants, students, and skilled artisans. 
But the first two classes are not numerous, and the movement of the 
latter are so hampered with legal restrictions that the permission to 
migrate is practically worthless. For not only must the artisan possess 
numerous certificates and two or three varieties of passport, but he 
cannot acquire a settlement in his new place of abode, he cannot 
take with him relations unable to support themselves, and he must 
pass an examination in his trade before the trade guild with whose 
members he is to compete—an examination which he is not very likely 
to pass. The Jew cannot acquire land, or manage it; he cannot 
settle within fifty versts of the frontier—a law which was made re¬ 
trospective on the retrocession of Bessarabia; he is hampered in such 
trades as he can practise both by the law and still more by the admini¬ 
strative power, especially by the peculiar and almost auto^tic powers 
granted to some local governors. The free circulation of lalx)ur is 
thus checked in every possible way; the Jew is forced to become a 
middleman, with the natural economic result to the public of the ex- 

* The author is infonned that in parts of South-East I^aace the best houses are 
those of returned emigrants from South America—Imown, with a truly French geo¬ 
graphical inaccuracy, as ** Les Mexicains.'* 

’ For all this see "Die JudcQ Frage in Russland,” by Frince v.Demidoff-San- 
Donato, in Seme, toI. xxiv. 1884. A translation, hy Hr. H. GnedaUa, 

has been published at the office of the Jtmth Chronide. 

VoL. 130.— ^No. 4. « 1 I 
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cessivo increase of that class; ami some of the businesses which he 
may still nndoitako have been temporarily interfered with by the 
opening of railways—letting horses for hire, keeping post-stations, 
hauling goods with teams of oxen, and the like. Meanwhile, the 
administmtion of the law and occasional outbursts of iDopular violence, 
provoked by grievances which are the inevitable outcome of these 
absurd economic conditions, afford ample reason for emigration; 
besides which, there have been many actual expulsions ni mam from 
various towns. IMoreover, prior to the Berlin Treaty, Jews migrating 
frfun Russia could not settle in Rouniania, non-Christian foreigners 
Ijeing excluded from naturalization, and therefore from civil rights, by 
Article VII. of the Rouinaniaii Constitution. This article has since been 
rt'pi'aled, but naturalization—for Jews—has boon fenced round with 
such on tdaborate system of ingenious checks, tliat it is still hardly 
obtainable. Prince Bismai-ck's expulsion of non-Prussian Poles from 
Ihnissian Poland in 1885. and the further attempts at Germanization 
in that country since, must have affected the Jewish population in 
Russia and Russian Poland, directly or indirectly, in a v(‘ry serious 
degr(‘e, both be,cause they were the most depressed class, and because 
many of those expelled must have been Jews. In all this w'e have 
adequate causes for Jewish emigration, but causes which ai’C essen¬ 
tially transitoi^", and which will tend to lose force—it cannot bo said, 
as the Russian Government learns the elements of political economy, 
but as the emigration from Russia goes on. Moreover, if that emi¬ 
gration, large as it is, is only altogether four-fifths of the immigra¬ 
tion into Russia, wo may fairly suppose that the causes at work are 
abnormal. Aforeover, it seems pretty clear that most of the Jewish 
immigrants in the East End are on their way to the United States— 
u'here there is room for them ; and Mr. C. W. Fox’s article in a recent 
number of the Gontemporar}/ Bcviein conclusively show's that, wherever 
they do go, they do not now come to England in very large numbers. 
Unfortunately, the official emigration statistics give every information 
except as to the number of foreigners entering England from the 
continent of Europe, and the Government have officially announced * 
that they object to ascertaining this because of the practical difficulty 
of doing so on the great passenger routes —vid Dover, Harwich, and 
Sheerness. But the poorest immigrants come by long sea routes, 
chiefly it would seem vid Hamburg, and there could bo no great difiSr 
culty in enforcing the provisions of the Alien Act, simply in order to 
obtain statistics of their number, a result which would effectually 
dispel the scare at the East End. 

It remains to note some of the non-economic objections against 
unrestricted foreign immigration—-simply to mark them as non¬ 
economic. There is, first, the time-honoured argument against the 
:>dini3da]’e of f^ign habits and id«is. This was a common one 
* Baron Il.j3e VformM, in Itta Hioase of Commons; September 12,1887. 
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with ancient Greek writers ; and, with their small military States and 
fixity of national type, it was not wholly unjustified. That the com¬ 
merce which produces such “ confusion of type ” is the most potent 
means of civilization is a wholly modern idea, but one which we 
are hardly likely to abandon; at any rate, only the extremest 
supporters of the idea of nationalism—which, after all, is largely 
a figment of poets and professors—can seriously maintain it now. 
Then there is the argument as to the danger of intermixture of 
distinct rsices. Some one—it may be Bagehot—has compared 
South America to a vast sociological laboratory, in which experi- 
mcmts are constantly being made in the production of new racial 
compounds. But laboratories are not at best pleasant or healthy 
places of residence, and sociological laboratories least of all. The 
mixed races, as Bagehot has said in Physics and Politics, are 
often not merely something between races, but between moralities, 
and a nation may fairly object to such physical admixture of type 
as produces some of the South American results. There is the argu¬ 
ment from “apprehended disorders” in the preamble of the new 
American-Chinese Treaty, now very naturally rejected by the Chinese 
Government, from patriotic motives rather than economic.^ There 
are sanitary reasons, the fear of increasing pauperism, and the like, 
which are only indirectly economic. With all these we are not 
here concerned. Economically s]>eaking, increase of productive 
power is the main end ; and anything—be it machine, Polish Jew, 
or Chinaman—which tends to increase it permanently is so far 
good. This good may be neutralized in practice by non-economic 
considerations; but science—as Sir W. Hamilton used to say—deals 
always with the universal and necessary, and the practical applica¬ 
tions of the doctrines of economics are for the statesman rather than 
tho economist. 

^ €f. “The Rejection of the Amoiican'Ghmese Treaty,” Tivtu, September 3, 
1888. 
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elementary EDUCATION: PAYMENT 

BY RESULTS. 


The elementaiy education which we give the working population 
of our .country is of vast importance to all classes. Some fifteen 
or twenty years ago only a vtuy small percentage of our great 
working masses were able to write or spell their way through a 
chapter of the Bible or newspaper paragraph. Englishmen had not 
awakened to the responsibility of enlightening the human machines 
who performed manual labour. Working men and women grew up 
in dense ignorance. National Schools existed in those dark ages, 
and the British and Foreign Society for Promoting Elementary 
Education bravely endeavoured to mitigfito the evil in some measun*. 
In these schools the children of the poor received instruction in 
reading, writing, and rudimentary arithmetic, for twopence or thrcM*- 
pence weekly. If parents cared to avail tliemselves of the oppor¬ 
tunity of affording some education to their children, they might send 
them to these schools, but if, on the other hand, they grudged the 
small fee, or wished to profit by the service their children could 
render, or by their small earnings, they were at perfect liberty to 
keep them at home, to send them to w'ork in factories, or to let 
them ran wild in the streets and become little savages, until the 
salutary discipline of going to work to a small extent tamed and 
civilized them. No compulsion was exercised, no authority inter¬ 
vened higher than the will of the pareiit. This state of things in 
our wondrous nineteenth century, and in civilized England, was 
lamentable. The evil began to make itself keenly felt, for nations 
decidedly inferior to us in natural resources were counterbalancing 
their disadvantages by giving their working population superior 
educational and technical training, and very markedly gaining on us 
in the hot, hard race for position and place. Such was the com¬ 
mercial view of the matter; the very existence of the country was 
at stake ; therefore, in the interests of commerce, the question of 
Elementary Education was agitated. Philanthropists had a say in 
the matter, and pointed out the piteousness of the s])ectacle of 
millions of i^ruggling human souls treading the grim l^ways of 
oaAh ilk dark ignorance. Moralists spoke up, and strove to show 
that -some training of the mental faculties would tend to develop the 
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higher moral qualities of braiu and heart, which wore too often 
permitted to remain dormaivt. Therefore, in common humanity, 
something must be done to lessen the evil that was upon us j and 
our “ little, red-coloured, pulpy infants ” of the toiling millions, 
‘‘ each of them capable of being kneaded, baked into any form you 
choose,’’ should be provided with appropriate kneading and baking 
apparatus, and the process should commence forthwith. The Educa¬ 
tion Question was wai'mly discussed and advocated, and, in 1870, 
Mr. I’orstcr’s Education Bill was passed in Parliament. Education 
became compulsorj*. The »Stato proclaimed that e.vny child in the 
country must be taught to read, to write, and reckon at least, and, 
in many cases, additional desirable knowdedge was to be imparted. 
New municipal functions sprang into existence, and intelligent and 
influential citizens were eleck'd members of those great organizing 
educational bodies knowni as School Boards. Then sprang up 
throxighont Ihe conntiy all those educational buildings, handsome in 
design and convenient in internal structure, known as Board Schools. 
Then hast(med all the colleges devoted to the training of elementary 
k'achers to providt* instructors for th(‘so quickly erected buildings. 
It was a golden period for a shoii time for the elementary teacher; 
the deiuiuid for such was in excess of the supply, and thousands of girls 
and youths presented tlu'mselvesto fill the vacancies opened up to them 
SIS pupil-teachers in the newly built schools. Then were a body of ofl5- 
cials, known as (School Board officers, invested with authority to go out 
into the highways, and slums, and back alleys, and compel all luckless 
urchins w'ho perchance lurked there to come into the big, handsome 
schools and be duly instructed. Then wei’e all the little ones, who in 
happy ignorance and dii-t ran idly in the streets, snatched from the 
gutter with its allurements, and driven by Act of Parliament into the 
handsonu' new schools. Then wen* many of the parents irate at the 
unseemly intervention of Parliament, and complaints and curses 
resounded in many a back slum ; and then arose a great cry from the 
ratepayers, who were compelled to support, in some part, these new 
schools. Then the supporters of the scheme, and the politicians, the 
philanthropists, the moralists, and those who deemed the com¬ 
mercial prosperity of the countiy at stake, surveyed their work with 
satisfaction, and looked foiw^ard to a golden age “ in Merrie England,” 
when the working classes of our busy, prosperous countiy were to be 
moral, enlightened, intelligent, well conducted, and skilled in their 
craft; when crime, and vice, and ignorance were to vanish from our 
midst, and virtue, and sobriety, and prosperity reign instead. And 
so the machinery which moves this State education was set in motion. 
Difficulties loomed darkly ahead, but the vast onward movement met 
and conquered these. The little untaught “ slum-bom mites ” were 
pruned and trained, and drilled and taught, and annually sub|edted 
to an examination When Her Majesty’s Inspectors visited the school^. 
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and ganged the depths of their instniction, and reported the same 
to the Education Department, on which Report depended the annual 
grant to help to keep up the edncational machinery of the 
school. 

1’he obstinate and unenlightened parents, who persisted in flying in 
the face of a powerful and beneficent Act of Parliament, and refused 
to send their children to school, were fined and imprisoned, until 
at length tliey sullenly gave in, and vented their spleen in occa¬ 
sionally visiting the schools and addressing abusive, threatening, 
and oftentimes unparliamentary language to the long-suffering 
teachers, who are only a small part of the vast machinery, and who 
are bound down by hard and fast regulations from which there is 
no outlet. Their function is simply to cairy out the State regu¬ 
lations, and impart just so much as the Act of Parliament deems 
fitting. 

For seventeen years has this great educational movement been in 
operation; for seventeen years have my Lords of the Education 
Department annually exercised themselves in framing and revising 
the Code, which, be it known to the uninitiated, comprises the rules, 
and regulations, and curriculum laid down for teachers to follow 
with unswerving fidelity; for seventeen years teachei’s have striven 
anxiously, and oftentimes wearily, to follow the diclates of the Code, 
and to impart what my Lords would have imparted; for seventeen 
years have Her Majesty’s inspectors visited the schools, and probed 
and tested and examined and commented on the work as the State 
desires should be rigidly performed, and for seventeen years children 
have been passed from infant schools through their standards until 
they pass the standard or attain the age required of them before 
they be permitted to leave school. Much “ weariness of the flesh ” 
to teachers and taught has resulted during these seventeen years. 
Many an anxious and striving teacher has fallen in the fierce fight 
for percentages and passes, wearied out with the struggle; and 
many a puny starveling and frail and tender little one has been 
worried and examined into another world, where Board Schools are 
not. 

One generation of Board School children has gone forth into the 
great world to fight the battle of life amid struggling humanity, 
and another generation is upon their heels; therefore, we may con¬ 
sider ourselves in a position to judge of the benefits which have 
resulted from the passing of the Education Act. 

We must judge a system by its average products, not by a few 
diMwiling exceptions, nor by a few total failures. Because one bright 
Board School boy was passed on to the Grammar School, and from 
thenpe to the Univeridly, and he attatocd;distinctimi, we must not 
oomdude that the system Is'unmixedvgood-; nor because a few, feeble 
toitet duT in the struggle, are we to conclude that it is unmixed 
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evil. We must follow the great bulk of those Board School chil¬ 
dren. into the world, and inquire of those among whom they have 
disseminated themselves. We must compare the commercial pros¬ 
perity of England with the commercial prosperity of other nations, 
our artisans with continental artisans, and we must consider if our 
great working population is in any way wiser, better, holpfuller, and 
more prosperous than in the days before Board School sway. 

In the present day, when the female population preponderates 
over the male to such an extent that three million out of eveiy six 
million women work for a living, wt) should imagine that there would 
be no difficulty in securing good domestic servants. Yet all house¬ 
hold matrons of any experience complain bitterly of the lack of good 
servants. Surely this ought not to be. Women aio eminently 
fittc'd for domestic duties, and can it be that an acquaintance with 
the rudiments of <‘ducatiou can unfit a girl for household duties ? A 
girl of thirteen fioin a good Board School who has passed her sixth 
or seventh standard is fairly intelligent. She can read fluently, 
write neatly and accurately, work fractions, decimals, and interest, 
parse and analyse; she has some slight knowledge of literature, and 
probably has gone through a play or two. of Shakespeare's. She can 
dam, knit, patch, stitch, and work button-holes; she can cut out a 
garment, she has attended cookery lessons, and has studied the 
theory of domestic economy so far as it relates to ventilation, cooking, 
clothing, and healtli. Every good Board School turns out a dozen 
such annually, though by far the greater number never reach this 
stage of proficiency, and drop off' in lower standards as soon as they 
can e,scape. One would conclude that an intelligent girl of thirteen 
who has profited by her school training would bo eminently fitted for 
service, and, if education unfits them for it, it is a fact to bfj deplored. 
But matrons say the market is thronged with lady helps, and ladies’ 
companions, and inefficient nursery governesses, who will accept 
situations for merely a home, so that they may be genteel. These 
pauper young ladies disdain service. “ My maid will .not wear a 
cap, she will not carry a basket, she dresses ridiculously, she buys 
novelettes and penny periodicals, and wastes her time in dreaming 
over impossible dnkes and countessea” “ My maid is impudent; 
she says she knows more than I, and she reads my letters and con¬ 
cerns herself with my affairs.” Such are the constant complaints of 
ladies of households, who sigh for the good, honest, ignorant, faithful 
servants of their childhood. This is a levelling age truly. I asked 
an upper class of Board School girls one day, individually, what 
calling they intended to adopt after leaving school. Out of a class 
of thirty I received the following results :— 

Seven wished to be teachers j six wished to become shop-girb; five wished 
to become dressmakers; four wished to become^ telegraph derks; three 
were indefinite and Wished to stay at home; two were going to -work in a 



The Westminster Review. 


492 

blue factory; one was going to train for a lady’s maid; one wished to 
study elocution and singing; one was going out us a nurse-girl. 

These were the very best girls who had passed their sixth and 
seventh standards; of course, the majority of girls drop off in 
Standards IV. and V., before they attain the proficiency of these 
girls. I 

We are forced to believe that a good domestic seiwant is an 
article which becomes rarer every day, and mistresses blame Board 
Schools for this. The brightest and best becomes teachers, clerks, 
shop assistants, and dressmakevs,^ and it is the shiftless and incom¬ 
petent who drift off into service, though many of these ultimately go 
into factories. Oirls hate the restraint of service, and are too 
independent to have a missmt, so these liberty-loving young damsels 
betake themselves to the factories. ‘‘ I consider Board Schools the 
curse of the country,*' said a much-injured lady the other day, 
recounting the injuries inflicted on her by her servants. 

Business men complain that boys as apprentices, errand boys, 
and young clerks lack intelligence. By elaborate processes they 
can work out elaborate arithmetical problems, but they fail in 
reasoning out easy practical ones. Board School Iwys in many 
cases eschew trades, and throng to become teachers and clerks; 
skilled craftsmen are rare. Workmen are discontented with their 
condition. They grumble at the wage and grumble at the hours; 
strikes are common. The market is glutted with schoolmasters 
anti clerks, thousands are out of employjntmt; and many duly f|uali- 
fied college-trained young schoolmasters, after months of weary 
waiting for situations, enlist as private soldier-s. AVitJi all our State 
t‘ducational machinery we, as a jiation, are far behind our German 
neighbours. Whence the bitter complaints that Gonnans flock by 
thoiissmds to England and rob our youths and young men of situa¬ 
tions in offices, counting-houses, and workshops ? These Germans 
ofl'er mpn'iw qualifications for inferior wage, and successfully turn 
our yoiing men out of employment. Labour is cheapened, and the 
condition of tho toiling masses rendered wretched. Wrote a German 
workman from liondon to his brother in Hamburg: “ There are still 
some of these confounded Englisli in London,” Why are continental 
nations outstripping us in the race ? Is the average English boy 
duller than the German, the Belgian, or Swiss boy ? We English 
pride .ourselves on our thoroughness, dogged determination, and 
firmness of purpose, and surely English brain power, English 
thoroughness and completeness may be pitted against the world. 
How comes it then that foreigners have superior qualifications to 
offer ? 

England is a mighty nation, and her superior natural resources 
have made her the “pride ot the world,” but other nations cultivate 
int^lligjen^C and bring sdence^to their aid. 
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PMucation is the art of teaching people to thinl:. Continental 
nations aim at educating; we are content with cramming. The 
criticism passed by Professor Huxley on our education is, “ that it is 
too bookish and not practical.” 

Herbert Spencer, in summing up “ What knowledge is most 
worth ?” awards the palm to science. Ho says, “That which our 
school courses leave almost entirely out, we find to be that which 
most, nearly concerns the business of lif('. Our industries would 
cease were it not for the information whicli men begin to acquire, as 
l?est they may, after their education is said to bo finished.” Science 
underlies all our trades and manufactures. The science of geometry 
1‘egulates the construction of our railways, bridges, harbours, and via¬ 
ducts. Chemistry underlies the smelting of coppei’, tin, zinc, and iron, 
bleaching, dyeing, sugar refining, soap boiling, and distilling. Upon 
mechanics depend the properties of the lev('r, the wheel, and axle, 
and in these the production of machineiy. Astronomy has made 
])f)ssible the art of navigation, and geology aids the industries of 
coal and iron. All this Spencer clearly shows ; thendbre, we must 
recognize the importance of science in training boys for the business 
of life. 

Let us see how our Gennan friends educate their boys for the count¬ 
ing-house and workshop. Mr. Matthew Arnold, in investigating 
Goman elementary education, has given us the following subjects 
taught in their schools: lieligion, Olennan, hlnglish, geography, 
history, natural history, natural philosophy, arithmetic, algebra, 
geometry, writing, drawing, singing, and gymnastic exercise. 

'file girls, too, in Germany, get some amount of tt'chnical training 
which cultivates the eye and trains the hand, and in the infant schools, 
under Froebel’s Kindergarten System, the. cultivation of the senses 
receives careful attention; thus, from infancy German children are 
accustomed to observe, compare, and distinguish, and their fingers 
ai’e tmined to a dexterity of touch, while their bodies arc duly 
regarded in the exercise of healthful kindergarten games, which 
later on give place to gymnastics. The technical education the boys 
learn is not so much the teaching of a trade, as the science which 
underlies trades; hence they become skilled and clever workmen, 
with inventive brains and capable fingers. The German chemist has 
a world-wide reputation. The Germans completely revolutionized 
the sugar trade, by applying a chemical process to produce sugar, 
and many Germans have made large fortunes out of dyes from the 
products of English gasworks. England is heavily handicapped in 
the struggle for commercial distinction : our boys get no technical 
training, therefore our young men have no chance with foreigners. 
If our clever boys would rise from the ranks, they study classics 
and go to the University, and ultimately become poor curates or 
teachers. But if a practical knowledge of modem languages, “book- 
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keeping available for commercial purposes,’’ and a general outUne of 
chemistry, light, heat, and electricity were attainable, they might 
qualify themselves for “ worksho]), mill, or factory,” and become 
valnablo citizens. The Knglish Iwy in the ordinary Board School 
learns English, arithmetic. geogni])hy, writing, and probably singing, 
drawing, and Scripture, Before we commence to find fault with our 
syst<?.m, and demand that our children shall have equal educational 
advantages with continental childivn, we must consider two enormous 
difiicultii's under which Engli.sh cliildreii labour, compared with the 
(Jerman child. 'I’ho (iermaii language is phonetic, each written or 
printed character has a d(‘fiiiitB sound, without being burdened by a 
host of exceptions. Our alphabet bristles with anomalies and diffi¬ 
culties: the letter A itself has six separate sounds. A f(?arful 
amount of drudgery and grind is exacted from our little ones in 
compelling them to master the mechanical difficulties of reading and 
spelling. Little miles in infant classes are forced to spell, spell, 
spell, with dreary monotoray, such combinations as c.myh, plough, 
fhrovgh, tongue. Then, as they ai’O passed through their standards, 
some portion of each day is spent in mechanical spelling, striving to 
master such words as pHoltrr, .'tchiion, plague, and phlegm. After 
drudging for eight or nine years at this exercise of memory, how 
many of our average boys and girls hav'e Tna.stered the art of spelling ? 
In fact, wo may ask how many cultured English men and womqp 
may be said to be i)erfect in this intricate and puzzling ai’t? One 
sighs, on glancing through a modem school I’eading-book, at the 
difficult words to be learnt; only the patient teacher and long- 
suffering child know* the labour it entails. It must have been a 
joyous time for children learning to read before Dr. Johnson laid 
down hard and fa.st rules for spelling. Bad and illegible writing 
may be excused; indeed, it is often an indication of superior culture. 
I have a lady friend occupying a high position in the educational 
world, who possesses a testimonial from a certain Bishop, which she 
concludes is of a highly flattering character, but, as neither she nor 
anybody else, has ever been able to n>ad it, the purport of it is only 
an inference. Bad sijelling, however, stamps one indelibly as ignorant 
and uneducated. Our Board School children are victims to our 
absurd, conservative sy.stem of spelling. Year by year, by the dictate 
of the Code, Her Majesty’s inspectors subject them to a dictation 
examination, in which they are required, in a limited time, to write 
correctly from four to ten lines of dictatioji, often of a puzzling and 
intricate nature. Says Max Muller, “ In the interests of etymology, 
I could wish that the common spelling were utterly smashed.” Sad 
it is that “ the finest language on earth is presented to the eye in 
the worst spelling on earth.” 

A ^errible ameunt of grind is necessary to make the children 
Oode .requirement in spelling. An English school usually 
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devotes eight hours per week to spelling alone in the lower stan¬ 
dards, and for seven or eight years our children painfully endeavour 
to master the mechanical difficulties of their language. In a 
German school two hours per week will suffice for spelling, and a 
child can master the mechanical difficulties of his language in oiie 
year. All the extra time may be devoted to other subjects. 

In the Fortnightly Fevirio for October 1886, in an article on 
manual training, Sir John Lubbock pointed out the need for reform 
in spelling. Again, the English Board School child has to struggle 
against our barbarous system of coinage and weights and measures, 
handed down to us by our less enlightened ancestors. In this age 
of science and reform, this complicated and antiquated system ought 
to be obsolete. 'J'he French and Gemians have adopted the decimal 
system of coinage and weights and measuivs. Arithmetic in these 
schools means a mastery of the four simple rules. Happy children 
whose brains are not tortured by perplexing puzzles of reduction. 
If only this rational system were inti-oduced into England, the arith¬ 
metic at pnisent, which is patiently drummed into Standards III., 
IV., and V., would vanish at a stroke. At present, teachers spend 
from five to seven hours weekly in striving to make children reduce 
sixpences to fourpences, and half guineas to fourpences and the like. 
An inspector remarked to me a short time ago, “ The entire systnn 
is useless, but it is not my fault; I did not make the Code. If over 
it became necessary for me to practise timber measuring, I could" 
learn the requisite tables in two hours, and so could these children 
when they are old enough. When dry measure and troy weight is 
of use to them, they will master it readily enough, but now they 
drum wearily at it all the year and forget it bt^foro it is of practical 
value to them.” While English teachers drudge mechanically in 
compelling children to spell, and spend toilsome months in making 
these x>oor victims to a barbarous system reduce acres to square 
inches, and as a profitable variation to reduce square inches back to 
acres, German teachers are quietly instructing their children in 
English, French, and perhaps Spanish, and training them in scien¬ 
tific principles, so that one day they may shine in the office or work¬ 
shop. 

What science has done for other nations may it not do for us ? 
Sir Stanley Leighton has addressed the Times on the subject of 
technical education, and made some useful suggestions. “ Technical 
instruction,’^ ho says, “ must be preparatory and supplementary to 
commercial and industrial apprenticeship, and not a substitute for it, 
and must be secondary, to elementary education” The Education 
•Act of 1870 was a grand step in the right direction, but many evils 
impede its healthy action and oppress both teachers and taught. 
The Times of December 15, 1887, said: “ One of the first refolmsto 
be t^en in hand wheh the Irish Question is removed istheTcform 
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of the Edacation Office.” The very mot of the evil is the system of 
payments by results. There is no such thing as education, but a 
long course of cram. Each child is regarded as a small machine 
ont of which so much (lovernment grant may be ground. The 
teacher is the machine grinder, and he who grinds liardest and 
most earns money and professional reputation. Education is re¬ 
duced to a question of pounds, shillings, and pence, A certain 
amount of grant is ]>ai(l for each child who passes in each subject, 
therefore the teacher must grind horribly, by threats and even blows 
and punishments, to compel the little machines to yield the maximum 
amount of grant. The Oode cramps, restrains, and effectually pre¬ 
vents true education. Practically it says to the teacher, “ Pass 
100 per cent,, or take the consequences.” So direful are these oon- 
se(|uenccs that a teacher’s life becomes one protracted weaiy- struggle 
to gain percentage, and push all the pupils through on the examina¬ 
tion day. Ther^is no time to allow the child’s mind to unfold and 
develop pgadually, there is no time to ext‘rcise a child’s faculty for 
thought, reason, or judgment. Tin* teacher simply condenses the 
bare and requisite amount of knowledge into the very narrowest 
limits, and laboui's persistently in dialling it into the children, until 
it clings to them like the burden of an old stmg. Even parrots 
might be drilled to make a show at an annual examination if patience 
and labour were devoted to them. 'I’ho bright children who crave 
for “ more,” like poor, little Oliver Twist, are disgusted at the 
meagreness of the morsel, and sicken at the repetition j the dull ones 
grasp, in a mechanical fashion, what is barely requisite, they retain 
it by constant reiteration until after the examination, and then they 
may forget it as soon as they please. T^et any inspector examine 
(Standard V. children in last year’s sum.s, and he will find lialf the 
class cannot do them. The teacher is not to blame ; his duty is to 
drag up all his pupils, dull and stupid, bright and clever alike, to 
passing pitch : upon this monstrous task rests his reputation. - The 
very foundation of the Code' is utterly illogical and false ; it pre¬ 
supposes that all children have the same capabilities, the same ad¬ 
vantages, that all attend with the same regularity, and that all 
start fairly in the race. To fail to jiass a dull child, who is 
probably half starved, and who has only attended school half time, 
is visited upon the teacher in the same manner as the failure of a 
clever child who is well fed and has attended school regiilarly. 
Suppose a doctor were expected to cure every patient, or a clergyman 
to convert every sinner, or a barrister to win every case, and that 
professional disgrace and financial loss were entailed upon them on 
failure to do this,’ we‘ fancy they would complain bitterly of their lot. 
Yet a tt^her is expected to pass every c'hild, and he can no more 
™aW'a,bo^ dtip.^ intelligent than a physician can make whole the 
paii^iitN'^i^ho has inherit^ insanity. Some teachers, by sheer 
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mechanical drill, obtain high percentages, but the children are little 
machines. We do not want machines: what the nation wants is 
thinking, reasoning men and women, and until some change is 
made in the system of elementary education this end \vili never lie 
attained. Children are forced unnaturally to attain one dead level: 
the brightest and best may go no higher, and the weakest and 
poorest must be strained up to this point—the passing point. 
Nothing further is demanded of them. Every individual human 
soul has natural tendencies and capabilities Avhich ought to be en¬ 
couraged, but these must be lopped off or utterly neglected, that a 
dull dead level may be attained. Sup])ose a glass-house were 
erected over a row of young hops, and tJiey were all required to 
climb straight up a }iole and touch the roof, any straying tenden¬ 
cies were checked, and any attempts to go further nipped ruth¬ 
lessly, they were forced in an unnatural atmos])here up to the roof, 
and then the glass-house were removed, and th(‘y were l(‘ft to their 
fate and the cold winds of heaven. This is the position of our 
children to-day; they art! forced by some m(?ans, fair or foul, to pass, 
and then when the process is over they are left in an unnatural 
condition to face the bleak world. And the opinion the world passes 
upon them is that they are unfitted for their condition. 

The morality which children learn in J3oard Schools is this. If 
they can get their sums and dictation right, they are ‘virtuous; if 
they cannot, they are v-ieious. And the latttu* kind must be bullied, 
threatened, punished, and kept in, until life becomes a burden to 
them. Not long since I was taken through a model Board School, 
whei'e hundreds of lirtle machines were made to yield the maximom 
amount of grant. The mistress was a capable and worthy woman, 
who obtained excellent results and the highest percentages. Slu* 
reviewed the work of some eighty fearful mites with stern impartiality, 
and separated those who had four long division sums iparked “ UujM ” 
from the rest, much as one would imagine the final separation of the 
sheep and goats to be effected. “These,” she said to me blandly, 
pointing to the sheep, “are my good girls; they may run into the 
playground for ten minutes.” “ And these are the leul ones,” and she 
frowned severely on the troubled and anxious goats. Those with 
one sum #rong were condemned to stay in after school to work/owr 
more sums with perfect accuracy, and the hopeless little sinners with 
two or more sums wrong were caned as well as being made to stay 
in. By such means as these teachers sometimes attain high results, 
and money and credit fall to their lot. Poor little Board School 
mites! The great question of right and wrong, good and evil, 
resolves itself, for you into mechanical accuracy at sums. The un¬ 
wise and kind-hearted teacher, who would strive to meet the require¬ 
ments. of child nature, who would develop children’s, faculries in 
natural order, who wpidd satisfy the eager craving of the brightest 



The Westminster Review. 


498 

by taking them higher, and relax the stern tensicm somewhat from 
the dnll, the delicate, and half-starved, who would encourage thought 
and reason, who would hold up lofty moral truths, and debase what 
is low and mean, is soon forced to yield his theories and practices 
if he would live by his profession. The individuality of teacher and 
jmpils is crushed out in the frantic endeavour to cram and pass. 
Any humane code would permit the teacher to hold out his hand to 
tlie puny, the weak, and the struggling, and give them a chance in 
the gr(‘at struggle of life; but the teacher must do this at his peril: 
his reputation as a teacher is at stake, and that means his daily 
bread. The Education Department does not pay him for sympathy 
or fine feeling, no such sentimentality enters into the compact. 

Produce for us passes” is the demand, and the teacher must do it, 
or his pocket sufters, his certificate suffers, for a condemnatory entry 
thereon ruins him. Say the inspectors to him, “ Gain a good per¬ 
centage, or lose the merit grant.” Say the members of the Board, 
those influential citizens who look after the expenditui’e of public 
money in the cause of education, “ Gain so much grant, or lose your 
situation.” And so the W'orried teacher is goaded on until he is 
ready to adopt any means to procure passes, and ynod passes, for it 
is strictly enjoined that on that depends the merit grant. Two sums 
right will pass a child, but four sums right is a yood pass. There¬ 
fore the teacher must get good passes at any cost. Bitter enough 
is the life of thousands of sickened and weary-hearted teachers, and 
hundreds of thousands of tortured little ones, and hundreds fall in 
the struggle and quietly drop out of existence ; but what recks this 
great educational State machinery ? On it moves, slowly and surely 
grinding out joy from millions of hearts and life from some weary 
bodies. 

The system of payments by results is monstrous. Not in any 
continental couijtry is one farthing dependent upon examination 
results, nor the continual anxiety to strive to pass every child; no 
system so unreasonable and illogical exists elsewhere. Teachers do 
not consider what subjects may benefit a child, but what pays. 
“ Why are the girls taking mechanics ?” I inquired, in a certain 
higher grade school. “ We must earn more grant, and some of them 
pass.” Do they not find it dull and uninteresting ?” “ Yes j and 

they wish to give it up, but we cannot afford to let them do so.” The 
arrangement in that excellent school was to teach so many sciences, 
and compel all the boys and girls to attend these classes, for the sake 
of the money earned by them if they passed. It would seem that 
things are reversed, and that children exist for the sake of the schools, 
iust^ of schools existing for the sake of the children. Said a 
c(mti|Mntalhi8peetor, in reporting on our elementary education: In 
:lie4«R||aol» in Ea^(l«tid one can see exactly how things ought not to 
50 
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It Avell that soinethiiig were done, and done quickly, to 
cdncatf our children. At present they leave school as early as they 
can, heartily sick of the whole concern, and in one year forget v/hat 
they lia\'e miserably and laboriously ac«(uii*ed in st*ven or eight. 
Only about four per cent, of Hoard School children take advantage of 
classes and lectures in after-life to advance their knowledge ; there¬ 
fore we see they have contracted no love for learning. English 
workmen have less enlightenment and h'ss intelligence than con¬ 
tinental workmen, and in this age of competition only the fittest 
sumve ; “ the weakest go to the wall," and art^ trampled under 
foot. Pitiable enough is the spectacle to witness the struggles of 
thousands of our fellows failing in life’s battle because* their armour 
is weak and inefficient. That the greatness of the English nation is 
threatened is a stern fact, which sooner or later we must face, and 
the sooner tin* better. 

'fhe prest'nt age is an age of examinations, and one day history 
will record the hollowness and artificiality of our system. 
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The dullest montli of the year politically has provided us with 
serious matter for reflection. The apparent want of energy in carry¬ 
ing on the gi-eat conk'st of the time, has given pain to Mr. Davitt, 
and we have had emphatic warning—^not a bit too soon—that a 
mere exhibition of silent sympathy, or a slight advance upon this 
attitude, will not satisfy the more earnest workers in the cause of 
Ireland, or keep a people sutt'ering untold miseries from taking the 
bit into their teeth and going their own way. Mr. Davitt's language 
has been ro]>robated in quarters where one would have looked for 
something very different. The Da'Uy News might have made 
allowance for a man, who, being a daily witness of scenes of eviction, 
had been wrouglit lip to the highest pitch of indignation by the 
merciless cruelty which, in Ireland, is supported and inflicted by the 
agents of the law. And, at any i-ate, it was not necessary, in seeking 
to refute Mr. Davitt’s attack, to cover him witli abuse which actually 
1 ‘ecalled the fact that, ho was a convicted felon! Mr. Davitt’s ser¬ 
vices to his country, in these later years, entitle him to very different 
treatment from those who have any sort of sympathy with the claim 
for Irish popular rights. It may be that he was a little bit premature, 
possibly a trifle unreasonable, but on the whole we are, for ourselves, 
prepared to take meekly the reproach of the speech at Knockaroo. 
It is, in fact, a confirmation of what we have said again and again in 
this place, that nothing but constant “pegging away” will satisfy 
the necessities of the case in regard to Ireland, and give the Irish 
people xiatience to support the sufferings which are their certain 
|K>rtion pending the advent of fflie better time. 

Admitting so much, it must be pleaded that Mr. Gladstone is less 
open to the suggestion of apathy than any of the public men of our 
own side in politics. Like others, he would have been justified in 
taking holiday during the holiday season, but so far from this, he has 
made five long speeches during tike month, two of them being wholly 
political and of high importance. Moreover, one of his politicM 
addresses was made in the face of a stCH)rm of protest which, while sug¬ 
gesting tlmt Mr. Gladstone was anxious to destroy the character of a 
We}i^ non-pditical institution, had. for its real olgect merely a desire 
to th^ paquth of a formidable critic. First Mr. Gladstone ad- 
dresi^ the Burslem lihmrals at Hawarden. The excursionists, being 
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largely engaged in the production of pottery, had presented Mr. Glad¬ 
stone with a specimen of their handicraft. A handsome vase had 
been embellished with a design to mark the direction of Mr. Glad¬ 
stone’s present occupations. Emblematic figures of Ireland and Poland 
were prominent in relief. Naturally, Mr. Gladstone made a little 
text of the design, and, without pretending to institute a general com¬ 
parison, said he doubted whether in Poland they could adequately 
parallel the condition of Ireland. Another declaration in the same 
speech produced a sharp controversy. Mr. Gladstone, in a vigorous 
passage, returned to the subject of the treatment of Irish political 
prisoners, and, drawing upon his personal experiences at Naples in 
1852, declared with emphasis that King Bomba did not put his poli¬ 
tical prisoners into the company of felons. On the instant, all the 
watch-dogs of the Government gave full tongue. The famous pam¬ 
phlet published by Mr. Gladstone at the time, being turned up, it 
was found complaint was there made that certain prisoners, who had 
been convicted of high treason, were surrounded hy felons. The 
discovery was hailed with noisy triumph, and the Goveramont prints 
lost no time in flourishing it in the face of Mr. Gladstone with much 
angry comment. 

When he spoke at Wrexham some few days later, the right hon. 
gentleman naturally dealt with the matter. lie very frankly admitted, 
as he had previously told a con'ospondent, that after the lapse of 
thirty-seven years he had forgotten the fact dug up from the pam- 
plilet. But he pointed out that these particular prisoners had been 
tried and convicted of high treason against the Government of Naples, 
that their lives had been forfeit, and that they might have been 
executed. There was consequently no sort of comparison between 
the offences of these men and the offences of the Irish members; and 
in Naples, certainly, prisoners convicted of minor political offences, 
were neither subject to compulsory association with criminals nor to 
any wearing of the prison uniform. His language in regard to 
.Boland having also been objected to, Mr. Gladstone took occasion to 
explain the very limited nature of his reference, and went on to 
mention that Austria had secured the affections of the Poles of 
Galicia by the timely concession of Home Rule, so that Austria— of 
which he rarely had to speak favourably—was in advance of this 
pattern kingdom of ours. In the same speech Mr. Gladstone again 
took up the Mandeville case, and made a fresh onslaught upon the 
policy which must, in part at any rate, be held responsible for the 
death of the deceased. It was highly discroditable that whilst Mr. 
Mandeville was suffering from an attack of colic ho should have been 
kept on a bread-and-water diet. The right honourable gentleman made 
effective use oi the fact that no action had fbllotved upon the verdict 
of the jury which pronounced against the Irish prison syatOm,. 
although, as he pt^tod out, the jury consisted of four or more weSl- 
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known Tories, and of tlie sexton of the Protestant ohnrch at Mitohels- 
town, who miglit safely he reckoned as one. 

Here Mr. Gladstone might have gone farther. We know that the 
jniy was summoned by the police, who were very averse to an inquest, 
and it has been said, by those who ought to know, that it was such a 
jury as no Nationalist would have thought of summoning. Yet it is 
certain that the verdict was a unanimous one, and was accurately 
based upon the facts given in evidence. And the further lapse of 
time has shown that the Mandeville inquiry has not been altogether 
thrown away on Mr. Balfour, 'fhe release of Mr. John Dillon may 
be put down as the result of a desire to avoid any such catastrophe 
as followed the incarceration of Mr. Mandeville. Balfourism is after 
all compelled to take some sort of note of public opinion. It is 
perhaps a detestable necessity to the Chief Secretary; if he were 
wiser than he is, it would be a proof to him of .the fatuity of the 
policy on which he has launched himself. A Coercion Minister who 
believes that twenty years of resolute government ” is the only 
thing which will save the sister country, should not have any such 
scruples as would appear to have arisen in respect of the treatment of 
Mr. Dillon. It is sheer weakness, from the view of Mr. Balfour, to 
give a point to the popular agitation at the present moment, and the 
release of Mr. Dillon is the gift of many ])oints. Eveiywhere the 
Irish are rejoicing at it as a rebuff to coercion. And who shall say 
that they do not rightly interjiret the incident ? For the English 
friends of Ireland there i.s encouragement in the new freedom of 
the member for East Mayo. He comes out of gaol less physically 
strong, but mentally as vigorous as over, and even more determined 
to cany on the work to which he has given his life. It may be 
hoped that the end of the holidays will see the end of the period of 
inaction on this side of St. Gex)rge’s Channel, and that the impatience of 
Mr. Davitt—of which we ourselves make no complaint—^may find no 
further opportunity of making itself heard. It is rather matter for 
congratulation that Mr. Davitt’s attitude has not found sympathy 
among other of the Irish leaders. Mr. William O’Brien has, however, 
gone out of his way to speak on the other side, and there ought con- 
sequently to be no difficulty in promptly putting ourselves right with 
the Irish people. A well-grounded suspicion of the insincerity of 
the Liberal rank and file, would work enormous mischief in unhappy 
Ireland. 

A people living under the continual menace of evidion, and daily 
witness of the tyrannical exercise dE legal rights, may rightly demand 
from their Mends a generous interpretation of their acts. And if 
we did not know what'we do of the eviction campaigns at Geolroe 
«nd9 in the Woodford, did^riots, we should not be disposed to censure 
ittidhinhapipy rapSdty for m^ng ihe best physical 

in theirthos^ who wbuld throw theon l^eloBs 
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upon tibe mercy of the world. But if ever there were cases where 
criticism may be freely exercised, it is in regard to the conduct of 
Lord Clanric^rde and Mr. Byrne of Coolroe. The merits of the 
quarrel between the noble lord, who has his quarters in the Albany, 
and the poor people who find a miserable existence cm the hillnsides 
around Woodford in County Galway, are justly appreciated by every 
intelligent person who takes an interest in the condition of the Irish' 
peasantry. Lord Clanricarde may protest, but the general sense of 
the community has determined that his claims are utterly merciless. 
In the case of Mr. Byrne, it was distinctly declared by the magistrate 
who was patting the law into force against the tenants, that the offer 
made was a reasonable one. Yet the offer was contemned, and the 
landlord took his pound of flesh. The estate was a small one; but at 
Woodford, Lord Clanricarde cleared a whole townland in a week, 
throwing one hundred persons out on the roadside to take the luck 
which might come to them. At Coolroe this was not the end of the 
tenants* misery. Being convinced of the heartlessness of the action 
taken against them, the tenants resisted in the true spirit of Wexford 
men, and to-day a dozen or more of them find themselves in gaol 
under sentences of imprisonment varying from ten to three montha 
They have the comfort of knowing (if it is any comfort) that Mr- 
William Redmond, M.P.—a Wexford man like themselves—is in 
prison with them. Mr. Redmond, being present at the evictions, is 
said to have illegally encouraged the resistance of the tenants. H« 
admits that, when he saw the “ crowbar brigade ” and the police 
baflled in the attack on Somers’s “ castle,” he called out to the 
defenders, “ Bravo, my boys; I am proud of you! ” And for this—— 
which could by no possibility bring a man punishment iu England— 
Mr. Redmond was sentenced to three months’ imprisonment. He 
took his luck without complaining, declared that he would not appeal, 
and was promptly marched off to prison. 

We venture to think that this conduct of Mr. Redmond is likely te 
give Mr. Balfour more trouble than he wots of. The power of the 
Irish leaders consists largely in the fact that they do not “ funk ” 
the risks of their followers, and the men of Wexford will find fresh 
strength from the demonstration that the captmn and the soldier are 
again suffering together. Mr. J. E. Redmond, M.P., is expecting in 
the course of a few days to join his brother in prison. A charge 
of intimidation lodged against him, has been duly investigated by 
the magistrates, who have postponed giving their decision until they 
have before them Mr. Walsh (a Wexford editor), also concerned in 
the charge. Mr. Walsh is recovering from an operation on his eyee. 
By-and-by Mr. Kelly, M.P., will go to prison,- and possibly,Mr. 
** Mat” Harris, M.P., so that Mr. Balfour will soon :be able to clapot 
that he has red^ressed the balance riuoe he released Mr.- 
the advantage—the advantage? Mr. Balfour m% empty and 
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gaols as he pleases; but what is he going to do for the 10,000 familios 
now under notice of eviction—50,000 souls in all—or for that still 
larger number of persons whom a bad harvest has once more thrown 
upon the verge of starvation ? The Chief Secretary will iind this a 
problem not to bo solved by locking and unlocking the prison doors, 
by the appointmept of a Superintendent of Agricultural Prices, or by 
the issue of doubtful statistics which tell, int&e alia^ of the growing de¬ 
posits in Irish savings banks, and it would be a satisfaction to know that 
he has the same notion of the importance of his duty in this larger 
matter t,hat he lias of his function as a chief commissioner of police. 
So far, however, Mr. Balfour has given no sort of sign that he has 
any capacity wJiatever for constructive legislation, or any desire to 
engage in it. He is seemingly quite content with tho reputation 
which he achieves—among his political friends and allies—as gaoler. 

We have witnesst^d the preliminary encounter between Mr. Parnell 
and tho Tivifs newspaper before the Special Commission of Judges. 
To us it was wholly satisfactory ; we fjuestion whether it was satis¬ 
factory to the Times, or to the Covemment which is responsible for 
the Act of J’arliamont wdiich govi'rns tlu; Commission. Tho old 
friend ” of Mr. Walter could hardly have, foreseen the methods of 
interpretation applied to the Act by Sir James Hannon and his col¬ 
leagues. It w'as laid down, in the first place, that the incpiiiy w'a.s re¬ 
stricted, as to persons and charges, to such, of both, as were mentioned 
in tlie case of O'Donnell v. Walter. Next, it was announced that 
the inquiry would be conducted, in the first iust.ance, as t hough it were 
an issue directed, between the 7'i7iies and the pei-sons chai’ged by it, to 
try the tnith or falsehood of the allegations made. Further, tho 
infjuiry would be conducted judicially, and, as far as circumstances 
would permit, according to the rules of procedure and evidcmce pre¬ 
vailing in the courts of justice. If the parties could not agree upon 
the point, the Court thought the Times should open the proceedings, 
“and tender such evidence as they may think fit in 8U])port of the 
charges they have made.” The case, should, moreover, be opened after 
the fashion of an ordinary action. So far the views of the Commis¬ 
sioners unasked. When Sir Charles Russell came, to make his appli¬ 
cations for the Pamellites, thi? decisions of the Court continued to run 
in his favour. The right of inspection of all documents produced or 
read by the Attorney-General in the O’Donnell case was promptly con¬ 
ceded. Counsel for the Tinus objected to an order for the discoveiy 
of further documents in the possession of his clients, alleging that 
tho Court had no power to compel such discovery, and protesting, with 
some amount of warmth, against a course which would put the Times 
in the position of litigants in the case, whereas their true position was 
that of witnesses merely. On his side, Sir*Charles Russell professed 
^ l^i’illiiignesB.’to accept an order for discovery subject to certain 
resta^tiofts.; He a|^)ear$d,for the itrbole eighty-five members of the 
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Nationalist party in Parliament, but it was admitted that the allega¬ 
tions against particular members were limited, and it would be absurd 
to require eighty-five men to make so many affidavits when only five or 
six were really charged. Therefore, accepting an order for discovery, 
he wanted particulars as to the persons against whom allegations were 
made. Again, before they could know what the documents were 
which were required from his clients, they must know what the alle¬ 
gations were. Here a remarkable incident occurred. Mr. Graham 
again protested against the attempt to put the Times in the position 
of parties to a litigation, and the following interesting colloquy took 
place:— 

8iv J. Ilannen : (kn you substantiate any charge ? 

Mr. Graham : Your lordships are going to inquire- 

Sir J. Ilannen: Yes, yes; but the question is what are y<m going to 
do. Do you propose to substantiate any of the charges 1 

Mr. Graham: VVe will give you all the information in our jjower, which, 
coupled with other evidence, forms certain charges and allegatious. 

Sir J. ilannen : Which charges? 

Mr. Graham : Well, 1 cannot tell you yet. I am not now in a position 
to tell you which. 

A little later on the dialogue was resumed in this fashion :— 

Sir J. Hannen : Tire question is, what do you know at present? That is 
what you are asked for—the per-sons against whom charges and allegations 
have been made. 

Mr, Graham : We do not make any chargee atul allegations against par¬ 
ticular persons. Wo say tliat tins organi/atiuir [the Irish Laird League] 
has been acting in this way. 

Sir J. Ilannen ; Yoir are quite entitled to assume the position that you 
decline to say against what persons you have made allegations, and what 
the allegatious are. You decline to say what allegations you make. What 
you say amounts to this, “ Let tlie Court find out for itself.” If you do 
not give me the assistance 1 ask for, of course I shall do it for myself, but, 
in the meantime, 1 am asking you. 

Hardly less noteworthy was the following:— 

Hir J. Uanneu : Who made the charges and allegations that the Legis¬ 
lature has directed us to inquire into ? Did nobody make them ? They 
are charges and allegations .against particular persons in the course of par¬ 
ticular proceedings. 

Mr. Graham: The allegations were made by the Attorney-General, and 
what they were appears from his speech. 

Sir J. Hannen: Did the Attorney-General make no charges against 
individuals ? 

Mr. Graham : He mmle charges against the organisation, and no doubt 
by inference against individuals. What we are charging is the whole 
organization that has been working the Land League movement. 

Sir J. Hannen: 1 do not doubt it; but that is not what we are inquiring 
into, but the charges and-allegations agfunst persons. 

r 

. The colloquy wound up by Mr. Graham declaring, “ If your lord¬ 
ships ask me to give particulars as to who aire the persona c^rged, 
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I CKnnot do so.” After a brief adjoiitunient, the President gave the 
dedsion of the Court on tho joints raised. They were of opinion, he 
said, that they had power to direct discovery of documents, and they 
would make an order upon both sides alike. Tho Court WM further 
of opinion that particulars of persons and charges, demanded by Sir C. 
Russell, should be given. It was agreed that tho affidavits of discovery 
should be ready a week in advance of the opening of the inquiry 
proper, and the opening of the Commission was postponed until 
October 22. An application by Sir C. Russell to issue a commissicm 
to take the evidence of Patrick Egan in the United States waa 
pronounced pnimature, the President saying that he hoped Mr. 
Egan would find it convenient to attend and take advantage of the 
indemnity clause of the Commission Act. Finally, a conditional 
order was made, to issue on the 18th of October, for the release of Mr. 
John Dillon, one of the persons charged by the Times, but this order 
was rendered inoperative by tho action of the Irish Executive, which, 
within forty-eight hours of the sitting of the Commissioners^ set Mr. 
Dillon at liberty, as already stated. It was mentioned by Mr. 
Graham, who on his part obtained an order for the production of 
the banking accounts of the Land League, that he should later on 
ask for the attendance of two persons undergoing long terms of 
penal servitude. They are. of course, to be put forward as witnesses 
for the Times. 

It is hardly necessary to add anything in the way of comment to 
this risumd of the proceedings of the Commission. But we cannot 
refrain from pointing out how thoroughly the action of the Court 
justifies tho tactics of the Opposition in their efforts to amend the 
Commission Bill when it was before the House of Commons. Bj 
successive orders, the Commissioners have indeed practically incor¬ 
porated into the Act under which they sit, the leading amendmenta 
moved from the Opposition benches and rejected with contumely 
tho Ministerialists. It is childish for, the organs of the Government 
to turn round and say (after the event), “ You see, you might have 
trusted the Commission.” The' deception is too obvious. As a 
matter of fact, nothing has surprised them more than the conduct of 
the Commission. They did not reckon on it, and it was unfair to send 
the Nationalists before a Commission with so much which was vital 
to them, left in the dark. As to the attitude taken before the 
Commissioners by the Times, it is nothing short of humiliating. 
Here are the people, who have been defying the Nationalists for 
months past to take them into a court of justice, whining about 
being put into'the position of litigants. Worse than this, after pro¬ 
fessing that their charges and accusations were nothing if not 
IJersonal, they tell the whole woidd that they do not charge persons, 
but iheir arrows at an -oi^ganization. ' Was'there ever such a' 
“ coBia^dasvu^ ?,^^ No doubt the, were at a disadvantage ly the* 
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Boa-appeanmee of the Attorney-General. Sir B. Webater persists in 
holding a brief for Mr. Smith’s “ old friend Mr. Walter. B is a rank 
scandal—^neither more nor less} and the Government who permit it 
cannot escape the suspicion that they are not unwilling to stand in * 
the position of prosecutors of an important Parliamentary party. 
The failure of the Tittm (if it should happen) will be the failnre of 
the Government, and we cannot doubt that the great mass of electors 
will take due note of the attitude which the Executive is assuming 
in this serious investigation. 

Meantime, Mr. Chamberlain has begun the Unionist winter 
campaign at Bradford by going “ bald-headed ” in defence of the 
Gk)vemment. The member for West Birmingham tells ns that the 
Irish tenants enjoy more privileges than any other tenantry in the 
world, and it is impossible, therefore, that the evictions now toMng 
place can he unfair or unjust” This with the facts of the Woodford 
and Coolroe evictions in his possession! Again, he declares that 
the coercion now complained of is only the enforcement of the law, 
and denies that the Urn is unjust. We can well believe with Mr. 
Chamberlain, after this, that the healing of the breach in the Liberal 
party is becoming impossible. The suggestion was made at Bradford 
to alter the title of the Birmingham Bsdical Union to that of ** The 
National Liberal Union.” Why take' two bites at the cherry ? 

“ The National Tory Union ” would, after all, be more accurate, 
especially now that the “ local organizations of the Conservative and 
Liberal Unionist party are advised to postpone differences, to secure 
the most cordial and harmonious co-operation, and to establish free 
interchange of communication, so as to make arrangements in 
advance in reference to all contested elections and other matters of 
common interest.” The greater comprises the less, and the Liberal 
Unionists are part of the Tory phalanx. Mr. Chamberlain has all 
but gone over. He fancies he will be able to foist his particuloi* 
views upon his Tory friends, and thus to justify himself to his con¬ 
science. Yet we find the Standard telling him, h propos of his 
recent Preface to the Birmingham Daily Post scheme for the settle¬ 
ment of the Irish question, that his proposals must be rel^ated to a 
dim and distant future; that their present interest is merely academic; 
and that, when—after the final restoration of the law in Ireland—^they 
come up for examination, ** the Birmingham Essayist himself may be 
less in love with them.” This, no doubt, is unkind; but, to tell the 
truth, much as Mr. Chamberlain trumpets his scheme, nobody but 
himself will enter upon the public discussion of it. 

The British Association meeting at Bath was of average interest, 
but it cminot be said -that it was in any way remarkable. The 
President (Sir F. Bramwell) told us thidi we had passed the age of 
steam, and had entered upon the age of electricity. ConsequenHy, it 
was not surprising to find the electricians taking up a very promment 
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position at the Congress. The exact nature of electricity as a force 
has yet to be ascertained, and we have been told since that we may 
be on the verge of some important revelations in this regard. This 
indeed seems to be the one scientific fact of value which has issued 
from the Bath meeting. To our mind, the controversial politics of 
the Economic section are entirely out of place. It is a distinct 
‘declension for the British Association to make an opportunity for the 
outcasts of the defunct Social Science Congress. The doctrines of 
laimz faire in political economy, of the Socialists, as we know them 
in England, with the incidence of taxation and the questions of bi¬ 
metallism, of the enfranchisement of leaseholds, and of over-popula¬ 
tion, are no doubt very important in their way; but they have rightly 
no place in an Association whose first object is the advancement of 
pmv science, and we protest against the tendency which they have 
to monopolize public attention at the meetings of the Association. 
In the Geogi’aphical section the experts spoke confidently of the safety 
of Mr. Stanley, but the news since received of the assassination of 
Major Barttelot, and of the general state of affairs in the regions 
about and beyond Stanley Falls, has again revived gloomy apprehen¬ 
sions. The condition of the interior of the Dark Continent is just 
now a matter of high public interest throughout Europe, and the 
launching of the Imperial' British East African Company under a 
Royal Charter promises to produce a great demonstration of the rival 
capacities of the English and German peojfies for this particular kind 
of enterprist*. 

The panic produced at the East End of London by a succession of 
horrible murders and mutilations, in which women of a certain class 
seta the victims, has exhibited our detective police in a hopeless state 
of fog. They are absolutely without any certain trace of the assas¬ 
sins. Naturally there is much nervousness in the district, and a 
general outcry for some new departure at Scotland Yard. The Daily 
2’elegrapk, as its contribution to the numerous suggestions which are 
b(nng made, holds that the first thing is to get rid of that fantastic 
failure”—the Home Secretary.’ 



THE PUTUEB OP THE WEST INDIES.* 


There can be no doubt that the British West Indies have recently 
attracted public attention to an extent to which for fifty years they 
have been strangers. Their striking Court at the Colonial and Indian 
Exhibition of 188G, and the literature there distributed, set up a 
definite inquiry for them as possible homes for the English emigrant; 
and this spirit of inquiiy is gaining strength every year. Yet there 
is still no part of the British dominions concerning which it is so 
difficult for the public to obtain practical contemporaneous informa¬ 
tion. If this defect were supplied by some organized system of 
intelligence concerning them, these colonies would at once take their 
place as one of the most inviting fields of English enterprise. 

This is a fitting moment for a review of their present condition. 
They have just completed half a century of reformed existence. On 
the 1st of August 1838 the rule of freedom was made absolute 
throughout her Majesty’s West Indian Colonies. Tlie celebration of 
this jubilee has passed off quietly enough; there has been no repeti¬ 
tion of the public thanksgivings, the songs and the feastings, the 
bonfires and the dances, which marked the consummation of Wilber- 
force’s life. One or two of the colonies have sent loyal addresses to 
the Crown from the Queen’s subjects of African descent; one or two 
have declared public holidays to commemorate the event; one or 
two have held public banquets; and thus the great anniversary 
passed quietly by. 

The abolition of slavery, if an unmeasured blessing to the negro 
race, dealt a serious blow to the commercial prosperity of the British 
West Indies. The Englishman, when he makes up his mind to a 
reform, usually does it, “ not wisedy, but too well.” Emancipation 
completely upset the balance of society in these colonies. For a time 
the blow to planting and commerce seemed crushing. But British 

^ The Englith in the Wett Indies; or, the Boio of Uli/sses. By John Anthony Froutle. 
Longmans & Co. 

jf’Ae Caribbean Confederation. A Plan for the Union of the Fifteen British West 
Indian Colonies, in which is embodied a Kefntation of the Chief Statements made by 
Mr. Froude in hia recent work, Tlte English in the West Indies. By C. S. Nalmon. 
Cassell & Go. 

J)own the Islands, a Voyage to the Caribbees, By William Agnew Paton. Kcgan 
Paul. Trench & Co. 

'I he Land of the Pink Pearl; or, EecoBections of Life ta the Bahamtu. By L. D. Powles. 
Sampson TiOw & Co. 

The Vegetable Besovtrees of the West Indies. An address delivered before the ’|,iOndon 
Chamber'of Commerce. By D. Morris, M.A., F,L.S. 
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pluck, Mr. Froudo must admit, remained even to the West Indies- 
Some men fell in the fight, but others took their place in the ranks 
some estates fell out of cultivation, hut the sorely tried sugar was. 
supported by new industries. The islands weathered the storms bom 
of planters’ first despair and freed men’s long indiflerenco. Gradually 
society began to establish itself on a new basis. Slowly commerce- 
grew into a moderate prosperity. And to-day the islands still rise 
above the blue Caribbean, beautiful as they first met the gaze of 
Columbus, fertile as in the days of the old buccaneers, and with 
elements of prosperity not less, but in many ways greater, than im 
the days when sugai' sold in Mincing Lane for £G0 a ton, and when 
a West Indian heiress had the society of London at her command. 

What part, then, has the negro race played in this revival ? 
What moral. and material progress has it made in fifty years of 
freedom ? 

Mr, Froude and Mr. Salmon answer the question in difterenb 
ways. To the former the negro seems essentially idle and sensuous, 
with no capacity for self-guidance, and an over-mastering tendency 
backwards to the early superstitious of his race. Mr. Salmon extols 
him as the type of a fn^e and noble tropical people ; he paints him 
pretty much as a Briton with a black skin, as one capable of all 
things if only unfair restraints are loosen('d. Both writers have got 
something of the truth; but perhaps IMr. Froude has hit off that 
sido of the picture which demands for the moment the more practical- 
attention. 

If fifty yt*ars of freedom have been enjoyed by th(‘ West Indian 
negroes, they have for scarce half that period experienced a fair share- 
of its blessings. The manner of emancipation was not well-judged; 
the mass of estate owners were distressed and irritatetlj the quondam 
slaves were delirious and intractable; every effort to obtain their- 
seivices for field-labour was regarded as a covert attempt to restore 
slavery; there was no confidence between man and man in the 
colonies, and matters were made worse by intense bitterness of feeling 
against the metropolitan Government. We speak generally, admit¬ 
ting that there were isolated exceptions lx)tli in the islands and on 
estates. As work seemed to the negro to be slavery, he turned to- 
the woods to find a certainty of freedom; hence arose that system 
of squatting, and that tendency to what is knowrn as pnedial 
larceny, which even now remain the curses of West Indian agricul¬ 
ture. This unrestrained life in the high woods took many families 
beyond the reach of civilization ; their wants were few, and they were 
easily suppUed; they had the snn and the mountain streams ; yama 
and eddoes, plantains and bread-fruit, mangoes and oranges were 
ro&dy to the^ kttud j they had plenty to eat, they needed no clothes, 
and they wera free. For a time the labour problem looked desperate. 
£arl Gfieiy, ome <rif the most thoughtM of Colonial Secretaries, was 
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fairly beaten by it. Seeking in legislation the remedy for the evih 
he first tried to reach the negro by heavy taxation, and so force him 
to work; latterly he attributed the greater blame to the planter, and 
sought to free all food imported. The policy of coolie immigration 
from Hindustan had the desired effect. We have sometimes doubteil 
whether Colonial Governments should rightly have subsidized such a 
system; but wo are bound to admit that it has proved, even to the 
negro race, a boon which cannot easily bo repaid. The coolie 
entered into competition with the African. There were times of 
drought when the ground provisions failed; there were parts of tU& 
colonics where a woodland life was not readily obtainable ; thus it 
was that the coolie’s presence was felt. In part necessity, and in 
part a sense of rivalry, brought the negro back into touch with tho' 
Government. The gradual failure of the scini-responsible legisla¬ 
tures and the general establishment of the Crown’s absolute power 
gave a great impulse to th(‘ advance of the black race. The Govern¬ 
ment of Great Britain had freed the slaves, and wherever it re¬ 
sumed executive control it displayed its sense of responsibility 
for the negro’s welfare. The efforts of the Church and the mis¬ 
sionaries wer(' supplemented by the general improvement of elementary 
education; public works for the dev^elopmcnt of tho colonies were 
pressed on without hindrance from jobbery or corruption. The 
same spirit was caught up by places where “ Crown Colony ” is still 
a dreaded term. British Guiana followed slowly on the same lines. 
Barbados had an easier problem to solve, for it had a large popula¬ 
tion, who must work if they would not starve. Thus little by little 
moral and intellectual growth revived. It was by no means all the 
work of statesmen. Vurere fortes ante Agamnmona : there wero 
black men of intellect before emancipation: the efforts of mis¬ 
sionaries of all sects were zealous, and boitJ good fruit. But of 
recent yeara the tendency of tho West Indian executive has been to 
bestow its chief care upon the comfort and training of the Queen’s 
black subjects of African race. Whatever may still be wanting, 
there is a vast deal already being done. In each of the colonies of 
Jamaica, Trinidad, and British Guiana, considerably more than one- 
ninth of the general revenue is devoted to the medical care of the 
poor ; in each case the medical departments would be an honour to 
any country; and the smaller colonies are equally lavish. The pro¬ 
portion of the Budget devoted to education is in Jamaica one-fifteenth, 
in Trinidad one-eighteenth, in British Guiana one-sixteenth: not so 
strikiDg as the disbursement for medical relief; but it is a wiso 
policy to minister to the body before you educate the mind. 

It is, then, only recently that the black man has begun to play a 
prominent part in the revival of tho West Indies. It would be going- 
too far to argue, as Mr. Salmon probably would do, that the ,i*evival 
was contemporaneoijfl with the recognition of the negro’s abilities am] 
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claims. The foundation of this revival was laid without the black 
irian, and often in spite of him. But none are so quick to feel the 
benefit as he j none are showing greater capacity to profit by the 
currents of the advancing tide. In one direction especially the race 
is carving out a career for itself. All over the islands the thriftier 
blacks are becoming peasant proprietors, who grow their sugar, or 
coft‘.?e, or cocoa, and dispose of it to the local merchants. Grenada 
is full of them, Montserrat has very many, Jamaica finds them 
becoming yearly a more important section of her inhabitants. The 
negro has taken kindly to the land from tlie first: so long as he 
could squat and pay nothing he did little but mischief; now that 
i lie Government has awaked and he has to acquhe or rent his plot, 
lie has become a regular contributor to the agricultural wealth of his 
island ; his methods are crude, and he is too often under the thtimb 
of the merchant, but he is becoming wiser every year, and where 
there is a Crown Government he always meets with encouragement 
and prot(?ction. Even the ordinary field-labourer usually has a plot 
of ground, either his own, or as the appanage of his connection with 
the estate on which ho works; liere he grows enough provisions for 
his family for a great portion of the year, and often ho has some 
over for his wife to take to the weekly market. The Jamaican 
labourer who goes down to Panama and makes a small pile at the 
canal works, if happily ho returns to his island, invests his savings 
in land and fulfils the destiny of his race. TIio spirit of commercial 
enterprise has been very widely awakened in the negro ; his standaixl 
of comfort is improving; he only asks to be kept free from political 
agitation, and to be allowed to acquire his land, his little cottage, 
his goats, and a mule or a pony, and thereafter to sec his savings 
mount up in the nearest savings-bank. The fear that such men will 
fall back into savagery is to our mind problematical, and when Mr. 
Froude refers to it he ignores the guardianship of the British 
Govenunent, and the results which it is fostering. 

The negro is eminently a man who wants managing, and yet he 
is remarkably easy to manage. Firmness and good temper alone 
are required to rule him. Yet it is astonishing how few can possess 
those qualities; the history of labour in the West Indies is a record 
of misunderstanding between master and man: the creole is as much 
in fault as any new-comer from England. Here and there a man is 
met who has the happy manner required, and he never grumbles 
because he gets no labourers or has to pay too highly ; we have seen 
a few such, but they are the exception. The official^of ^vemment 
who have to employ labour are rarely found in any dSllciilties: it is 
not so much that their own training fits them for th^ diahagement 
of others, as that the negro has confidence in the word of the em¬ 
ployer: Where ft black man likes his master it is wonderful with 
what'n^ende he woiks awoy under the tropical sun; we have seen 



The Future of the IVest Indies. 513 

black boatmen who were pulling up-stream along a deep tropical river, 
for nearly live hours, with scarcely a rest, bright and cheery from start 
^to finish, because they were f(Hid of the young master who sat in tho 
stem. Light-hearted aind humorous himself, the negro loves a 
cheery word or kindly ; if he grumbles, a jest brings him back 
to himself. Persevering smd lait^iful nature, he is discouraged 
if he does not find personal ihWest .iuad activity in those who are 
set over him. Yet, conscious of a ee^^n good-tempered slovenliness, 
he owns the necessityinteUi^i^;.<,^d untiring supervision. Ho 
■is remarkably like the‘'I^fih/j^|^^^\i«3ay, from his peculiar vein of 
humour to his lazy dependence ^ a stronger will; yes, and to the 
unruly carelessness in which he luxuriates if that extraneous power 
is absent. And what the negro labourer is individually, the black 
people of the West Indies are as a political whole. When Mr. 
Proude demands for them a strong and consistent government ho 
vibrates a chord which should wake the sleeper in Downing Street. 

In only one of the books before us is there any prominent mention 
of the coloured race. Mr. Powles alone seems conscious that there 
is a class intermediate between the black and the white, which might 
have in itself the potentiality of greatness. The coloured class shade off 
by insensible gradations on either side into the black or the white. 
But, except on the extre'pm edges of the dividing belt, they are 
distinct from either. of the richest, the cleverest, and the 

most influential men iav.j^w^est Indies are gentlemen of colour. 
Yet a social line, as 'shows, separates them from the 
ruling whites. There is a ji^^n West Indian Governor who treats 
all men alike with affability and frankness. Whether it was last 
year we will not say;,, or whether it was two years back we will not 
say. Such a one caught a man up into the seventh heaven; that is 
to say, he invited a well-known coloured citizen to his first party at 
Grovemment He, noticed that every one shunned this person, 

treating him ahniistwith positive rudeness; the Governor found no fault 
alleged but thu4' h« .w®s a coloured man. So the Governor’s lady 
showed the ne^ected visitor special attention; and the next day his 
Colonial Secretary and Attorney-General came up to Government 
House to expostulate about this interference with the social order of 
the colony. The Governor, however, read them a practical lesson on 
the folly of making enemies of the most influentisJ party leaders in 
the islands. This Governor’s action may well be followed generally; 
the coloured people, so far as we have observed, are peculiarly sensi¬ 
tive, and^eh enmity is, undying and intense ; they are too readily 
inoUned-^Hl^ and hate the white man, especially the creole, and 
thei« ii^^uj^ssity for feeding this morbid sentiment. 

Thi^>cpra|^^ an exclusive feeling in the white breast is sufficiently 
intellii^^^^t'l^e. hatred which the blacks bear to the colou^ rape is 
further td.seek; hi^t there are few who know the West .Indies well 
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wUo do not bear witness to its intensity. It is this which must pre¬ 
vent the coloured men from ever rising to be the Jailing power in the 
West Indies. The black will suffer them as long as he perceives the 
British Government in the background ; more than this, he appears 
to follow readily the coloured agitator, and plays into his hands 
wherever he has yet been presented with a vote; but «.‘ven this is 
often traceable to a certain shrewdness, which induces the belief that 
the agitator is a tool which may work out the black man's ends. When 
a writer on the jxilitical or social problems of the West Indies ignores 
the coloured section of the community he is justified so far as he looks 
mainly to the distant future. To the practical statesman of to-day 
the coloured people are a force to be gauged and directed. 

Nor must we forget the Indian coolie of Trinidad and British 
Guiana. Mr. , Salmon has omitted to discuss the ]xissible relations 
of the West Indian descendants of Africans and Hindus; but then 
Mr. Salmon has not been to Trinidad or British Guicana. In those 
two colonies the Hindu is the mainspring of prosperity ; slowly but 
steadily he is growing, as in the Mauritius, to bo the living political 
power as well. Intellectually there is no question of his superiority 
over the negro; it has taken some time in Trinidad to get the coolie 
children to school ; but the task is done now, and tln*y outshine not 
only their black neighboni-s, but the majority of children in our public 
elementar}’’ schools at home. Commercially there is no comparison 
between the Hindu immigrant and the negro. If the former has 
served his indenturf‘J time and receives the grant of land which may 
be given as an alternative of a return passage to India, ho will soon 
relinquish it and take to a shop. None the less is he good at culti¬ 
vation; the negro is better in tho cane-field, because of his greater 
physical strength ; but for cocoa, coffee or the nicer forms of agri¬ 
culture the negro comes nowhere near the Hindu, and, where the 
shopkeeping is overdone, the latter competes successfully with the 
negro peasant proprietor. Further, the Hindu is self-contained, 
patient, and of considerable vitality ; the West Indies suit him, and 
he is likely to spread largely ov<t them. He is, moreover, exclusive: 
the black man will marry a coolie woman if he can get her ; the 
coolie man will never mate with the negress. The Hindu race in the 
West Indies is a force hardly less powerful than the negro—a force 
which for many years to come would clash with its rival—which Mr. 
Salmon in his schemes for the future government of the colonies has 
utterly failed to take into account. 

It is the presence of so many conflicting elements which would 
make the gift of even partial self-government to.Trinidnd or to British 
Guiana so mischievous. The experiment has been recently tried in 
Jam^ca. - None of the West Indian colonies was so well adapted for 
the altenjpt; there is, a fairly Itwge number of men, either white or 
oolonre^t'whS are well fitted to. take part in the deliberations of any 
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-fl-sscMubly; there is a large homogeneous black population, of increas¬ 
ing intelligence, swayed by a uniform idea. Contemporaneously with 
the establishment of a partially elective Council, there were brought 
into existence elective parochial boards; the people of Jamaica were 
to be educated in all the privileges of freedom; a new era was to 
•commence. Had we been asked four years ago whether we had 
■approved the new departure w'e should have said without hesitation 
—Yes. The late ‘Sir Henry Taylor did not agree with ns ; he pro¬ 
nounced it foredoomed to failure; and he had studied West Indian 
affairs as few others had done. And what is the result to day ? 
Are the best men in the island on thi* Council ? Notoriously not; 
they are begging for Crown Colony Government back again. JDoes 
the Council represent any unity of purpose or singleness of motive ^ 
Hardly ; wlnni the most respected of its members says in scorn thar. 
ho cannot answer for its sentiments from one day’s end to another. 
Has the Council carried any great reform in the State ? It had to 
confess with chagrin that hardly a hole could be picked in the rt>cent 
administration. Are the elective* parish boards educating the people 
for a w'ider enjoyment of political rights ? Their quarrelling and 
corniption are becoming a scandal in every parish. The men who 
might do good work and set a high tone in the parish or the island 
Council are men who give their whole time to their estates. There 
•are one or two such men in the island Council just now, but it has 
become notorious that after the next election it will see them no 
more j the representatives of the black man are to be either lawyers 
or needy agitators ; and what the black man says in effect is tin's: 
*■' Go up to Kingston and talk if you like ; only leave me alone and 
do not bother me to vote.” We need not condemn the experiment 
utterly as yet; wo can wait and see the lives of three or four fi'esh 
Councils; peradventure a good thing will yet come out of Galilee. 

It was not, however, a mere fad of Mr. Gladstone’s that inflicted 
this (Council on Jamaica. The men to blame are those very white 
g(mtlemen whom Mr. Froude by turns extols and laments over. They 
never wanted the new government, they never trusted it; but they 
did not say so. l^^titions went home in favour of it; they could 
have pfot up ten petitions against it for every one that was for it ; 
but they did not stir. Are they not justly punished for flieir 
supineness ? 

Still this is no ri'ason for allowing judgment to go similarly by 
default in Trinidad. The mischief would be still greater fJiere. 
Apart from the fact that Hindus forms one-fourth of the total 
population, there is the treble society composed of the English, 
French, and Spanish -speaking peoples. How will the interests of 
each be protected ? And if the Venezuelan rofugee bo admitted to 
political power, what is the safeguard for the neutrality of the 
■colony ? When the heterogeneous mass begins to blend, and when 
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the blend has acquired a tolerable knowledge of its own objects and 
its own needs, her Alajesty's (yovemment may fairly consider whether 
a change of constitution jnay be then desirable. At present we are 
justified in inquiring—Who commenced this agitation, and who sup¬ 
port it ? And we find that that it is the work of a newspaper 
editor and a provincial mayor, and that not one single person of 
repute or position sup]X)rts it, while the coolie and the negro do not 
know what it is about. “The official appointments were valuable 
and had hitherto been given away by the Crown. The local popu¬ 
larities very naturally wished to have them for themselves. This 
was the reality in the thing so far as there was a reality.” 

Ex nno di'ice omnes. If JVtr. Salmon would spend as many years 
in the West Indies as wo understand he spent months in one of the 
islands, he would, perhaps, begin to educate the African to under¬ 
stand what a vote is and how it should be used. At present men 
with more intimate knowledge than Mr. Salmon of the West Indian 
African assure us that he docs not care about a vote, does not use 
it when he gets it, and, when he signs a petition for the franchise, 
is persuaded, as recently appeared in evidence before the Trinidad 
Franchise Commission, either that the petition is against the restora¬ 
tion of slavery, or that it will culminate in the making of a new 
road past his cabin door. 

The fact is that, whether we look at the question from the side of 
the few white residents, or from the side of the many black natives, 
a firm Crown Colony (lovomment, wisely administered by men of 
comjjetence and tact, is the only one under which, regarding the 
West Indies as a whole, wo can safely predict progress and pros¬ 
perity. Mr. Salmon would of course cite Barbados to the contrary ; 
and we do not yield to Mr. Salmon in our admiration for that brave 
little community, which stands like a sentinel on the outskirts of the 
West Indies, has never changed hands, except as between Cavaliers 
and Boundhcads, and largely reproduces to-day the society and 
institutions of an England. . But Barbados is no real illustration of 
Mr. Salmon’s-text; rather, to one “who knovs,” it is strong for the 
opposite \dew. The English of Barbados are very jealous of their 
constitution; and, on the whole, they manage so well, that one is 
tempted to exclude them from any general scheme for a consolidation 
of West Indian government. But they do not feel safe, neither do 
they trust their large black population. “ Eemember,” they com¬ 
monly say, “ that we in Barilos live on the edge of a volcano.” 
Not a pleasant, and in our opinion an exaggerated, idea ; but it is used 
ns a conclusive argument against anything like tampering with their 
present restricted constitution. And as regards any great widening 
of the franchise, we agree with them; but there is a vast amount of 
or conup^n in dealing with the subject population, which a 
gjivemmenfc would, remoye before it sowed the seeds of a great 
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future trouble. Even tbe very identification of Liinsclf with his 
own island, which is the conspicuous characteristic of the Barbadian 
negro, is no guarantee of attachment to the existing rigivie. Nor 
is it altogether encouraging that the overflow of the Barbadian 
population supplies the criminal classes of the neighbouring colonies. 
In any case, assuming that Barbados is individually satisfactory, its 
history has been peculiar, its circumstances are essentially different, 
and it is no precedent for the government of the neighbouring 
islands. In these cases the superficial appearances must be 
neglected; the inquirer must have local knowledge of all the islands. 

The tenn “ Crown Colony ” is unfamiliar to the general public at 
home. When, a short time back, there was talk about governing 
Ireland like a Crown Colony, the inquiries as to the meaning of the 
term were numerous. The West Indian and the Eastern and Medi¬ 
terranean colonies are the chief of England’s Crown Colonies. In 
the Crown Colony proper, not only are the governor and all officers of 
the government appointed by the Crown; but all legislation is con¬ 
ducted by a council nominated entirely by the Sovereign. This 
council may be com|X)sed partly of officials, partly of persons who 
hold no office under the Government; usually the two classes of 
members are equally divided: the unofficiala are, of course, free to 
vote as they please on any Bill or resolution; the official members 
may be required to vote solid for any government measure; and the 
governor, who is president of the council, has a casting vote. Thus 
complete control by the Crown is assur(!d. In addition to this, there 
is the Executive Council of the governoi’, composed, almost without 
(‘xception, of the chief officers of the government; it deliberates and 
advises upon all questions before they go before the larger body, so 
that a great deal of the real action of government comes to be 
vested entirely in the governor and his three or four chief officers. 
In all matters the ultimate decision rests with the Secretary of State for 
tin*, Colonies, either by way of ordinary reference or an appeal. The 
system is very much the same as that under which India is governed, 
so that -when Mr. Froude demands the application of the Indian 
system, he is asking for what is already the rule in most of the 
West Indies. 

This form of government is plainly a despotism. In colonies 
gained by conquest or cession it has usually been applied from the 
iirst. In many of the West India islands the old representative 
constitution declined with the vigour of their English settlers, and 
when antagonism to the black inhabitants was combined with per¬ 
sonal incapacity for affairs, the intervention of the Crown anticipated 
degradation and social revolution. Instead of the reign of narrow 
prejudice and selfish interest. Crown government should bring the 
blessings of dispassionate judgment, breadth of view, and matured 
wisdom. Even a littl? hard-and-fast red-tape is in the long 'run 
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better than petty local jobbery. The weakness of the whole system 
lies in its dependence on men. Here, agfain, we join issue entiivly 
with Mr. Salmon, who finds the redeeming feature of the govern¬ 
ment of the Colonial Office in the men whom it has sent out to the 
West Indies. For, though the heads of departments are, as a rule, 
well chosen, and many would do credit to any position .at homo or 
• abroad, yet the same cannot be said of the governors; the people 
and press of the West Indies are thoroughly justified in declaring, 
that they have too often been saddled with most mediocre governors. 
There ore and have been remarkable exceptions—men who have not 
always been appreciated, either in their governments or at home. 
The rule seems to be in f.avour of untried and unwarranted com¬ 
modities ; as Earl Grey recognized, although ho gave a questionable 
reason for the fact. 

The governor of a (.'rown colony should be a man of somewhat un¬ 
common qualities. A much inferior ]uan will often be a capital 
governor in the self-governing colonies, where rank, wealth, and tact 
are the chief qualifications for success. In a colony under the im¬ 
mediate control of the Crown, the governor is not only responsible 
for everything, but himself the motive power in everytliing: h(> is 
the administration; and the government will be what he makes it. 
He should, tlnTofori", a man of mind and of head; thoughtful 
and clear sighted ; possessing judgment and tact; r(‘ndy to takt* 
advice, but capabh* of acting on his own maturt‘ opinion ; gracious 
and kindly in his manner, active and energetic in habit. He should 
have th(‘ art of attaching his officers one and all to himself; he 
should be in'er ready to consult his unofficial advisers, and l(‘t thenu 
feel that their advice is always valued and always well-weighed ; he 
.should never shut himself up in one place, but constantly let his 
pei’sonal interest in the welfare of the colony be before the eyes of 
the inhabitants. 

With such men we should hear tlio last of complaints against 
Crown Colony Government.. Such a man is not always easy to get; 
but if the men selected combined as many of these qualities as 
possible, instea<l of as few, the West India colonies would not l>o 
-always crying out to Government to help them, and always 
blaming the Government when it tried to assist. It is but fair to 
say that the shortcomings of the colonial governors are seldom 
•chargeable to the Secretary of State for the Colonies. The root of 
the abuse lies in party government and party necessities. How 
many govemom get a place because they are obnoxious, or because 
they have done some political service ? How many are smuggled in 
as the relations or friends of some leader whom the party delights to 
h^odr P - JSssperimerUuifl, in corpore vili. Perhaps some day we 
underiBtand that our Colonies area great and precious part of 
'Oi«irsei!fies.' 
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The difficulty of getting such men as we liave described for each 
one of several small islands is quickly apparent. And men with 
totally different views upon the West Indian problems unite in asking 
the question—Can we not lessen this waste of fdrce by some 
approach to union ? This w'as Lord Caniarvoir's idea w’hen ho 
obtained the formation of the Federal Government of the Leeward 
Islands, and placed a similar scheme before the Legislature of re¬ 
calcitrant Barbados. This conception brought about the union of 
Nevis with St. Kitts, and is projecting the a’.mexation of Tobago to 
Trinidad; the same opinion pervades the reports of two Commis¬ 
sioners who were sent to the West Indies some five years ago ; and 
Mr. Salmon has made himself already the champion and moutlipieco 
of the idea of a IJnitt'd West Indies. 

The picture he draws of a Caribbean Confederation is intensely 
attractive. Thc5 big colony, stretching in a semicircle from the Bay 
of Honduras to tlio Spanish Main; its high-road, the blue Caribb(:*aii, 
instead of the road of iron ; the big steamers calling daily from 
island to island; the active (»ov('rnor-Gen('nil on picgress from one 
place to another; the subordinate officers every where enthusiastically 
performing his will; the General Assembly meeting annually for the 
reality of deliberation—it is a picture which may well stir the pulse 
of every one who know’s the West Indies. 0 Son of Man! can these 
dry bones indeed so live ? 

Foremost amongst the difficulties to be overcome stand the local 
jealousies of the different colonies. In the smaller islands particularly 
these reach an intensity which it is difficult for a sti*anger to con¬ 
ceive. It is the standing grievance of St. Kitts people that Antigua 
is the head of the Leewards Federation. Antigua would revolt from 
the Federal Government rather than see the seat of government at 
Basseterre. It took years of consideration before the people of Nevis 
would decline to magnify the three miles of sea which separate them 
from St. Kitts. St. Vincent could not hear of union with its 
neighbours unless the residence of the common Governor was fixed at 
Kingstown. The feeling is bom of the local history. Each island 
a century ago had a prosperity and an importance far transcending the 
lot of any other equal number of square miles. Each island was a 
unit around which alone a contest might rage. Some had been 
almost wholly English, some had been little else but Frencli. Such 
sense of individuality is difficult to uproot. It is perhaps going 
slowly now. Even Barbados has had a lesson in the advantages of 
combination. Four years ago Barbados was the seat of the govern¬ 
ment of the Windwmd Islands. It petitioned for a governor of its 
own, who should not have his attention preoccupied by the petty 
afiairs of other islands. Now that the request has been granted, the 
loss of importance is felt; and it is an open secret that the people of 
Barbados once more lo^g to ,be the head of a loose confederation. 
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But then it is triio they desire the headship, and that is different 
from being a unit in a great combination. 

The stumbling-block of local pettiness must be rolled laboriously 
away. It is pseless to concoct a paper confederation, which is 
viewed with suspicion and dislike by those who alone can make it a 
success. We must first have the germs of a moro vigorous com¬ 
mercial life. There must bo the beginning of an influx of new blood 
from England. When the sense of fresli possibilities is once fairly 
awakened, the consciousness of isolation will soon become insupport¬ 
able, the strength of combination will be apparent. Then will be 
the time for the Home Government to step in, with a proposition 
that can command the respect and enlist the confidence of all classes. 
alike. . 

Closely connected with the general inter-insular jealousy just 
described is the prevalent distrust of a Common Treasury. Not only 
islands, but districts in the West Indies are constantly subject to the 
apprehension that taxes raised in any one locality will be spent for 
the benefit of some other district. This, if we remember aright, 
was the great bugbear of the schemes of union propounded by Eoyal 
Commissioners in 1884 for the Windward and Leeward Islands : the 
suggestion of a common revenue administered in a single department 
for the whole colony gave rise to the assertions, on the one hand, 
that the richer colonies would merely be providing ways and means 
for their bankrupt neighbours—on the otlmr, that taxes would bo 
raised in the remoter comers or islands of the colony which would 
be squandered at and on the seat of government. The consciousness 
that commpn effort is the mainspring of national progress, that the 
prosperity of the whole is inseparably bound up with the prosperity 
of its units, has not yet. aw'akened in the mind of the West Indies. 

Thirdly, the personal interests of many inhabitants of each island 
are all against the change. Local executive and legislative councils 
are not difficult of access to a foremost man in a small place. 
The appointments confer .prestige, and sometimes power, os vrell as 
in some cases the local rank of “ Honourable.” In all the smaller 
islands there is a number of small posts paid by low salaries: 
economy is not the real object of these ; in fact, they are quite 
otherwise than economical; but local families are aware that the pay 
is too small to attract candidates from outside, and they are 
accordingly a gift to these families, some of whom will strive to 
fibsorb tw'o or three such posts at one time by means of different 
members. As the holders can live with their friends at the common 
home these little, posts come to be a means of adding to the incomes 
of certain of the heads of families in the island. 

The objection which each colony may be expected to manifest at 
-first to giving up its local legislature will be much intensified in the 
case of Barbados, which certainly has some reason to be proud of its 
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House of Assembly. Humility is not a Barbadian virtue, nor is reason¬ 
ableness one of the Barbadian strong points ; the obstinacy and bump¬ 
tiousness of the Briton usually expand in a new climate. We are so 
impressed with the difficulty of convincing the good Barbadians that 
any good thing can come out of Nazareth that we do not look to 
see them join in a United West Indies at first. When it became a 
success they would be perforce absorbed : a small community could 
not long withstand the attraction of a vigorous and growing power, 
with a cognate origin and like interest, daily outstripping and over¬ 
shadowing it, as a well-knit confederation would be sure to do. 

' The other difficulty in the way of union depends in part on all 
that has just been referred to. It arises from the traditions of the 
Colonial Office. It is easier for a camel to go through the eye of a 
needle than for a Government Department to turn from the beaten 
track. There is far greater anxiety and determination nowadays than 
heretofore in all departments of State to do well and thoroughly all 
that lies before them : but tiny have not yet got over their timidity of 
innovation; they are next to incapable of striking out a new and bold 
line ; they will tinker here and there, they will make an improvement 
in one direction, they will alter a set of rules in another. AVhen 
there is great pressure from without they will sometimes take a new 
departure. So, with the Colonial Office, the initiation of a new 
scheme would probably have to come fi'ora outside. The Department 
is too likely to wait till a desire, a restlessness, begins to manifest 
itself in the West Indies, instead of loading up to, and continually 
encouraging or educating, the conviction of the benefits of union. 

Yet even now something may bo done, and the Colonial Office 
may help in this. Let the lesson of complete union be taught by 
experience of union in smaller combinations. Let not the idea of a 
united Leeward Islands or a united Windward Islands be finally 
abandoned. It was put forward and discussed a few years back, but 
in a half-hearted and academical manner. The Commisioners’ reports, 
out of which it arose, were wanting in life and penetration, and the 
proposals founded on them could not but partake of the same faults. 
They fell to the ground in 1885, but some such schemes might be 
carried with acclamation in 1891. A union of the Windward 
Islands and a united Leeward Islands would readily grow into a 
united colony, including all the lesser Antilles ; and from this there 
would be no great step to union of all the West Indies. 

It is perhaps the vital part of the whole question which we 
approach when we inquire whether the Government of the enlarged 
colony should be of what Mr. Froude calls the Indian pattern, or an 
improved reproduction of the Barbados Government, based upon an 
<dective Assembly. The latter would facilitate the adhesion of Bar¬ 
bados : and it is the form which Air. Salmon assigns and de8crfi)es. 
Here, again, we come - :baok to considerations aln’ady referred to: 



522 


The Westminster Review. 


if tilt* new colony wen* erected within a few years while yet the 
negro ivas uneducated, while the Hindu was still comparatively fresh 
from his home in the East, then tht'ni can be no doubt that the best 
form of government would be that of the Crown, pure and simple, 
with its h'gislature composed partly of heads of departments, and 
partly of unoflicial members nominated with caro and judgment. 
Such a tJovernment, continually exposed to the light of a fairly wide 
and influential public opinion, might for some generations conduct the 
atlairs of the West Indies with (‘iitiro credit and success, until it had 
»>ducat(‘d all class"S under its rule to a true and deep sense of their 
mutual responsibilities and complete inter-dependence. Then, by 
gradual changes, it could hand over the full responsibility for legislation 
to a worthy and intelligent people, amongst whom the negroes would 
have the full influence which their preponderating number might give* 
them, but without the ignoranct* and excitability which would now 
make them a danger to such a State, ISilr. Salmon to the contraiy 
notwithstandi ng. 

At the same time, directly wo pass from the petty interests and 
local rivalries of single small islands to an t'xtensive combination of 
many islands many of tho objections to an elective Assembly 
disappear, so long as the franchise is not made too low. If Crow-n 
{.'olony Government be the best solution, Mr. Salmon’s Assembly 
^vould be a rt'spoctablo alternati\'e. A few really intolligcmt men, 
white, coloured, or sometiTiies black, would usually be available to 
represent each island : if tlie merab(*rs of the Assembly were fewer 
than is projwsed the chance,s of getting a higher level of intelligences 
in the membens would be proportionately increased. The dangers of 
.agitators .and of local jobbeiy would bo minimized, because tho 
interests of one i)art of the colony would be balanced in the Assembly 
against the interests of another, and any tendency to coiTuption in 
one quarter would b.^ corrected by the independence of other 
representatives. A fairly powerful government would thus bo 
obtained; but we are of opinion that for very many years to come* 
it would be a government by tho white inhabitants of the colonies, 
and not the purely negro domination which Mr. Salmon demands 
and Mr. Froude .abjures. 

In many cases there would certainly be a local council in each of 
the pre.sent colonics to deal with purely local matters, in constitution 
not unlike their pre.sont legislature, in duties akin to a town council 
or parish board. 

Beside the endeavour to familiarize the colonies with the idea of 
combination by ejicouraging tho union of smaller groups, there is one 
thing the British Government may fairly obtain by persistence, 
which wcmld have a most important effect on tho commerce of tho 
West Ixiedtes. The tariffs of customs, the harbour dues, the light 
duvs—all tho imposts which affect shipping and commerce-—vaiy for 
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each different colony and island; they have become uncertain 
through frequent changes, and are objectionable in many points 
of their incidence. Uniformity of tariffs and shipping dues would 
give an immense stimulus to commercial life: it would save much 
time and expense, and simplify transactions amazingly, if traders 
could once know that in every part of the West Indies they would 
meet the same conditions and the same trade regulations. Further, 
if dues on shipping are retained, they should be so levied as not to 
discourage vessels from calling at island after island in hopes of a 
cargo. It is too common a complaint at the present time that ships 
are frightened away by the heavy expense to which they have been 
subjected when merely seeking freight. 

The principle of the customs tariff’s in all the islands is capable of 
great improvement. We are at om* with Mr. Salmon when he condemns 
tlie heavy duties on foods, and ri'commends a refonn of the incidence of 
taxation. This question has long been one of the problems of West 
Indian Govenmients. It was earnestly canvassed during Earl Grey’s 
administration. A few years back, under Lord Kimberley, it excited 
considerable attention in some of the islands. The main current of feel¬ 
ing in these colonies is dead against the reform; but the arguments 
against the abolition of food duties usually land themselves in the 
dilemma that it is idle to take oft’ the taxes, because the negro is not 
thi^reby bonefik'd, and that it is necessary to keep them on, because this 
is the only way of making the negro contribute to the revenue. The 
only persons who can speciously maintain such a rcductio ad ahmrdwn 
are those who argue that the reduction or abolition of a duty will 
not in any case be follovred by a fall of price. Such evidence as we 
have been able to glean from the Report of the Commissioners of 
1883-1', and the evidence attached to it, is all against that argument. 
Competition is said to be keen even in the West Indies, and we may 
therefore be pardoned for asserting that, in spite of all protestations 
to the contrary, it may be taken as certain that here, as elsewhere, 
reduction of duty •will ultimately result in a fall of price. The 
right view of the question has been somewhat obscured by the 
extreme statements of tw’o opposing parties. In ordinary years and' 
times of plenty wheaten bread and meal are not, as yet at any rate, 
necessaries of lif^to the labouring population of the West Indies, 
where plantains and yams, manioc and eddoes spring up quickly and 
abundantly. It is in the times of sudden drought, when the supply 
of native pixslucts fails, that the limited stock of imported foods is 
forced up to famine price and a real injury done to the labourer. A 
short time ago the neighbouring Republic of Venezuela was visited 
by a great drought, and was compelled for a time to remove its. 
prohibitive import duties bn food-buff's that the people might have a 
chance of escape from starvation. This is precisely the case for 
which it is sought by the wiser West Indian statesmen to legislate 
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in due time. Moreover, as the population of these colonics grows, 
the necessity for removing all restrictions on the supply of food 
becomes yearly more pressing : already an increasing number of the 
more intelligent members of the coloured labouring class have got 
firmly hold of the idea that to tax their food is unjust. As a rule 
the black man, crying out against the “ oppressions of the taxes,” 
names as his cause of offence the licence for his stallion, his dog, or 
his hovel. The better educated labourers are now becoming 
CDiiscious of a more real grievance, which they share with the 
minister, the clerk, and the “ mean ” whites. 

The reform of taxation and tin? improvement of finance are ends 
which the dovernment, even under present conditions, has largely 
within its own control. Tin* Colonial Office has shown no lack of 
appreciation of this fact. Whatever steps have been taken in the 
right direction have been the efforts of this Department of State, or 
its governors. It has clearly Itiid down and supported the principles 
of a reformed tariff, but it has been opposed by a vast mass of 
ignorance and prejudice. The main work is still to be done, and 
it may be done without waiting for new and large schemes of 
Goveriirnciit; not by a single blow, perhaps, but by the unflinching 
maintenance of the ixjlicy already adopted, by giving each change 
of taxation a turn in the right direction, by urging in season and 
out of seasoii the wisdom of the reform. 

This is one thing which the Government of Great Britain may do 
for the West India colonies. ft caimot do everything, nor can it 
fairly be charged with half flie failures and disappointments which 
both Ml. Froude and Sir. Salmon seek to fasten on it. The acquired 
inertia of the West India setf ler has led him to exqiect too much from 
the Government, and he blanu^s it accordingly when things go wrong. 
This is the secret of half tlie abuse of Crown Colony Government. 
State-aid will for some years to come play a prominent part in West 
Indian enteiqmse j energy has fallen so low, that a strong helping- 
hand is necessary. But fresh blood and fresh capital, new industries, 
and new means of communication are the necessary material for 
the Government to work upon; and happy are tho West Indies 
that tho growing determination to develop the trade in spices, 
fruits, or tobacco is leading on a new era in their^iistory. 

The Director of the Royal Gardens at Kew wis the first to insist 
that the West Indian colonies were adapted for other cultivation 
besides sugar, and that much of their future prosperity depended on 
the promptitude with which this was recognized, and the trial of new 
products initiated. It is not generally known how thoroughly im¬ 
perial is the work of Kew, how the department recognizes a duty 
towards the colonies, and performs it with a zeal and tenacity which 
pnbUc departments are slow to exHbit. Mr. Morris is only carrying 
out. in this wuntly tho work which he began as Director of the 
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Botanic Gardens in Jamaica. The example of his success in that, 
island stimulated most of the other West India Governments to tread 
the same path, and Kew is now in touch with a small local depart¬ 
ment in nearly all the islands. The organization is not yet complete; 
in a short time we may expect not only to see a botanical garden 
and staff recognized as a necessary portion of each colony’s equip¬ 
ment, but to find all smoothly working on the same lines for the 
same ends, guided by one of the departments, most probably that at 
Jamaica, as consultative and distributing centre, under the general 
supervision of Kew. In the Botanic Gardens new plants and new 
varieties are reared, th(‘ir relation to local circumstances is investi¬ 
gated, their commercial value is tested ; seedlings and suckers, young 
plants of all kinds are kept constantly in stock, and periodically are 
distributed to the cultivators who wish to renew plantations or 
establish new industries. Each colony will have in its garden the 
nucleus of an agricultural department, and the common organization 
of the gardens will assure to each planter in the West Indies the 
best possible advice on the care and treatment of his produce. 

It is not every industry that will suit each island. The West 
Indian is too apt to conclude that what his neighbour can do is 
suitable also for himself. All the islands, for instance, look for great 
bcn(‘fits from the opening of the Panama Canal. This is just one of 
the straws at which the West Indian is too inclined to catch. If and 
when the Canal is opened but one or two islands at most will gain 
from tills cause any great accession of prosperity and imjiortance : 
these islands will probably bo Jamaica and St. Lucia. It is just as 
well for the others to sweep away the hallucination which tempts 
them st ill to wait on Providence. Similarly it is desirable to face the 
fact that the islands continually differ in their natural capacities ; it 
is a strong argument for the presence of a technical adviser, who can 
pronounce at once on the suitability of any product to a particular 
island, or can judge of the value of the experiments which enter¬ 
prising planters may see fit to undertake. 

Jamaica stands alone of the British islands, with a remarkable 
variety of soil, climate, and configuration, wdiich adapt it equally 
well to the growth of every kind of tropical produce. It still gives 
us the richest, cn^e and the choicest rum that reach the London 
market ; and it has been hitherto the finest grazing country in the 
Western tropics. It required a high price to make sugar pay in 
the Virgin Islands; cotton comes into competition with that of 
American growth, and the fibre-aloe is left for the present as the 
most hopeful resource of these bare and uncared-for islets. Antigua, 
St. Christopher, and Nevis ^ve been denuded of their forests and 
devoted to sugar. Along with Barbados they are now essentially 
colonies for the large proprietor. There is room for certain secondary 
products, such as onions and tomatoes, as weU as ground provisictos 
Voii. 130 .—^No. 5 . MM 
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for the labourers ; but they will do well to stand fast by the sugar, 
’which has become their staple. In Montserrat the Sturges have made 
a Tiamw for the island and its lime-juice ; and what has been done 
with the lime may be done with other industries. On the north the 
island is more like Dominica and the Windwards, than it is like the 
neighbouring Leejvard Islands. Dominica, for varied capacity and 
luxuriant fertility, is equalled only by Jamaica; its mountains and 
valleys are so constant and sharply cut that sugar should take but a 
■secondary place in its industries; as regards all others it is an un¬ 
opened gold mine. All the Windward Islands have a similar varied 
•capacity, and Grenada is an example of prosperity without sugar*. 
In Trinidad sugar and cocoa will increase side by side ; tobacco is 
getting some hold; the “ minor industries" are being eagerly 
pushed; the island will yield to none in the result of any industry 
which does not require grazing lamls, considerable elevations, or an 
;air cooler than the common. At each end of the sweep of the 
Antilles lies an exceeding fertile piece of continent, almost unexplored 
•except on the coast. In both British Honduras and British Guiana 
the forests will yield their profit before the clearings compete with 
the richest produce of the islands. British Honduras already sup- 
'plies the market of New Orleans with its fruit. The interior 
savannahs of British Guiana will one day show the finest pastures in 
the West Indies; while even now* at any moment El Dorado may 
be realized within its bounds. To the north there is a stir through¬ 
out the Bahamas, for they find themselves tlie possessors of a fibre 
plant which bids fair to solve the c(ue.stiou what to export IVom 
these scrub-covered islets, besides the fruit, which is sent to New* 
York, and the sponges, which deserve to Ihi Indter known in Europe. 

Sugar and rum will always remain the great industry of the 
West Indies. There has been a tendency of late years in some 
■quarters to talk of the industry as moribund, to run down the ('ffort.s 
•of the planter's, and to gibe at the influence of Billiter House. 
Doubtless the day of competition has come, and even Baron de 
Worms’s Convention cannot greatly raise the ]n ice of sugar. Brazil, on 
the one side, and Guatemala and Costa Rica on the other, •w'ill 
maintain a rivalry sufficiently severe. But the low shores of British 
•Guiana, that stretch of alluvial land in ’J’rinidad which fronts on the. 
Oulf of Faria, the carefully cultivated soil of Barbados, and other 
islands and parts of islands all through the British West Indies, 
will always produce sugar as cheaply as airy part of the world. And 
sugar hsw b^me such a staple of consumption, with so apparently 
unlimited a demand, that the importance of the industry cannot be 
superseded. 

We qu^tion whether cocoa (cacao we prefer to call it,) will, in 
the long two, find the demand commensurate with the efforts 
which are be|ug to supply it, Tlie success of the two best 
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-cacao-growing colonies, Trinidad and Grenada, has been so great 
that every one is now rushing into cacao planting, in the hope of 
picking up a share in the profits. Unless the demand for cocoa 
is much stronger than at present appears, there will be a danger 
•of disappointment in many quarters within a very few years. 

This was much the case with cinchona: the price was high 
and the profit on j^aper seemed certain. But people cannot take 
quinine as they take tea, and the success of the Jamaica planta¬ 
tions was the signal for a fall in price which has knocked cinchona 
for ever off the list of staples, however useful it may be as a secondaiy 
and occasional iJroduct. 

Coffee has been subject to such great variations in the iharket 
that people have seemed to fight shy of it: but a little perseverance 
might give the West Indies the entire supply of the English market, 
in addition to the local demand, which is very considerable. Good 
tea is second only to sugar in the certainty of unceasing popularity: 
its price is still high, even considering the expensive machinery 
required for curing; and Ceylon is an example of what energy can 
•do with a new product. 

Spict'S command a high price, and there is only one West India 
island which makes an industry of their growth as yet. But 
■caution is necessary in increasing the, area of their cultivation: it 
is once more a question of the capacity of the demand. 

So with limes, ginger, sarsaparilla, and many other products. 
Yet all of these have their possibilities of development; and there 
are untried products, such as coca and the kola-nut, which may one 
day form a prosperous industi-y. 

Tobacco has to overcome the difficulties of curing and the pre¬ 
judice in favour of Havannah cigars. A short time back the 
Jamaica cigar bid fair to make its way in popular favour ; but there 
came a change of management in the estate where the plant was 
chiefly grown: they first spoiled the crops by bad manuring, and 
then ruined their reputation by passing off as the old brand cigars 
made with bad material. So tobacco in the British West Indies has 
gone back to the very beginning—if anything, with a fresh prejudice 
against it. This, however, can be overcome in time, and meanwhile 
the local market is open to the giwer at a very handsome profit on 
his capital. 

The fruit trade with the United States has shown a wonderful 
capacity for development; yet over and again the fruit is shipped 
almost as badly as it is possible to put it on board. There are no 
pains taken to sort it; small and large, ripe and unripe, are squashed 
in together; there is no intelligent connection between the dipper 
and the grower: the one gives as little as he can, and the other 
counts success by the number of packages. Further, there are no 
pains taken in ^thering the fruit: pine apples are tom off at'the 
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stalk, oranges are shaken to the ground. Nor are the trees tended, 
manured, or pruned. 

There is a groat field for intelligent young Englishmen, with a few 
hundred pounds at command, who are Tvilling to make their home 
in the West Indies. “There are dollars ”in any of the islands, as, 
well as Jamaica ; and in most of them there are Crowm lands to be pur¬ 
chased, or abandoned estates to be picked up, at a very low price. But 
the first condition of success is the intention to make a homo there 
for at least a long period of years ; if for life, so much the better. 
If we can induce a stream of Englishmen of the right stamp to 
settle once more in the West Indies, and gather around them homo 
relations and interests, to take a deep concern in the welfare of their 
adopted country, and to be ambitions eventually to take their share 
in its government, the benefit will be great both to England and her 
colonies, and we shall hear no more of the forebodings of Mr. Froude 
and Mr. Paton, for there will be a race of men to whom the negro will 
look up, even as he grows 5 'early more educated and intelligent—a race 
of men who will repeat and surpass the example of Barbados in inde¬ 
pendence and self-reliance. 

And what home can be pleasanter than that which the West India 
islands offer ? Did not Englishmen live there and thrive in palmier 
days ? Can we never again see the portly planter, in liis broad- 
brimmed straw and cool white coat ? Vea, the history of the 
West Indies may commence yet anew. The climate is charming, 
except in some parts and at certain seasons. On the high grounds 
there is no fault to find: the sea-breezes invigorate hourly; the 
scenery is often lovely in the extreme ; the blue Caribbean is never 
far off; the natives are pleasant and kindly. The unhealthiness of 
these colonies is a myth; there are low-lying and uncleared portions 
which harbour malaria, and snpineness or carelessness expose the 
health to an unfair strain at times. There is a disease called yellow 
fever, which is sometimes epidemic; and intermittent fever is com¬ 
mon. But carelessness is the cause of too many deaths in this 
country, and small-pox and consumption are more common and 
deadly than tho fevers of the tropics. If the site for the home be 
well chosen, there is no reason why the settler should not see the 
West Indies with the same eyes as tho holiday-maker, who passes 
down the islands to find each more beautiful than the last, with the 
sun ever sparkling on the blue Caribbean around the deep-embowered 
homes of the kindliest and most hospitable of Britons. It is the 
province of the mother-country to encourage such settlements; they 
bless both her that gives and her that takes: men who might have 
been crushed out of existence in the struggling crowd of the old 
country become leading citizens in the ample space and air-room 
of the Caribbean Islands; men who would only have added to tho 
v' bimo of discontent and retrogression here may become the exam- 
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pies and leaders of a black race wLo ai*o proud to imitate them. It 
is worth our while so to plan and advise that we may attach to our¬ 
selves by that simple action a new and vigorous colony, with traditions 
of glory and splendour beyond any possessions of the Crown. 

England has. not quite yet cast away the worn-out toy, and if she 
ever had it in her mind, whiqh we deny, she is learning to cling 
more affectionately than before to her oldest colonies. And they an'. 
worthy of it. What the American writer says is quite true. Even 
in the midst of the bitter disappointment caused by the loss of a 
commercial treaty with the States in 1885, the real loyalty of the 
colonists did not W'aver. There were a few men who talked bitterly 
of going to the States; the malcontents in Dominica even introduced 
into council some resolution to that effect. Jhit tho talk was all in 
temper : it was not seriously meant; and there are very few' men in 
the West Indies now who w'ould contemplate w'ith complacence any 
change of their political connection. We have always had great 
doubts whether our friends in the United States have any great 
longing for the possession of these islands : Mr. Paton seems to us 
to put th(‘ir feeling very well. But we should never permit the 
shadow of a misunderstanding to arise between us and that great 
land which was once an English colony, and is destined perhaps om* 
day to become more than our equal. A thoroughly friendly under¬ 
standing as to certain of the West Indies w'hich are not now' under 
British rule will be very desirable. Cuba, llayti, Porto Rico, and 
the Danish islands are all more or less likely to come into question 
before many years are over. The Danish Covemment might at any 
time prefer to part with somewhat unprofitable possessions, which art> 
largely English in sentiment and proprietoi'ship ; and it is very dc- 
simblo that Great Britain should be prepared to meet the wishes of 
JDeumark rather than let the remainder of the Virgin Islands pass 
into strange hands. Spain is not successful in its management of 
Cuba and Porto Rico, the former of which is pretty much her own 
mistress. But Cuba is largely kept going by American capital, and 
it is the one island which, if it goes anywhere, will go to the States; 
we do not think the Government of Washington w'ould contemplate 
with acquiescence its absorption by any State but their own. As 
regards Hayti, the jxrsition is different: we cannot avoid the opinion 
that we shall be called upon, partly through our premier position in 
the West Indies, partly by arrangement with the United States, to 
hoist the Union Jack one day at Jeremie and Samana. We need not 
shirk the responsibility if it comes; rather we should prepare for it 
by exhibiting that firm, just rule in a jinited West Indies, under 
which the black man can prosper and grow wise. There would be 
some anxiety and trouble at first, but nothing more; and the ferti¬ 
lity, wealth, and beauty of San Domingo would be a great acquisition, 
and would round oiff the British territory in that part of the world. 



The Westminster Review. 


530 

It is unfortunate that we cannot ]X>ssess the whole circle of the- 
Antilles, for experience has shown that the Briton gets on best when 
he is not nibbing ellx>w8 with his neighbours. But two such 
miniatures of the mother-country as are Martinique and Guadeloupe 
would not easily become satisfactory adjuncts of the British Empire, 
even were it jxjssible to conceive of Erance relinquishing colonies 
which she prizes so highly. 

But whatever the political connection may be, it is quite clear that 
the trade of the British West Indies is going more and more to the 
States. I’liis was evidenced by the negotiations for the admission 
of West Indian sugar duty-fi’ee into the United States markets. 
And here we may make one observation on the criticisms to which 
1 he action of the British Government was subjected in this matter: 
the breaking off of negotiations did not come from them. They 
sought the abolition of the duty on sugar exiiorted from the West 
Indies in exchange for free admission of American food-stufts into 
the colonies. So far there was a fair exchange : the Government at 
Washington oftered a reduction of duty on several other articles, but 
coupled with the whole a clause which, however reasonabh*, would 
have interfered seriously with other British treaties. The English 
Government tried to effect a compromise and get round the clause. 
The other side did not see their way quite clear; and, meanwhile, then* 
came into power in the States a Government opposed to the policy 
of commercial treaties; and these and other pending negotiations 
with different Powers wei’e quietly dropped. Kow it seems likely 
that the Gov’ernment of the United States may take off their duties 
upon sugar without any equivalent; and in this case more of the 
West Indian sugar will find a market in the States. 

It is not the case, as it is ciistoraary to argue, that the price 
obtained by West India planters in the* United States market is so 
much better than that obtainable in England. It is unfair to hold 
up the English market to obloquy as denying to the British planter 
what the United States freely give. The market for sugar is largely 
a world’s market: and the |irice does not greatly vary from country 
to country, putting aside the purely fictitious internal price in the 
countries which support bounty-fed factories. In 1884, when the 
great fall in the price of sugar came, the fine sugars of British 
Guiana abandoned the American market, and come almost entindy 
to this country. At the present day it pays the planter far better to 
make fine sugar for £13 a ton, and to sell it here at £17, than to 
raak(? muscovado at £12 per ton, and sell it at New York for 

£12 10;i. 

The close trade intcrcourae between the West Indies and. the 
United States depends not upon prices, but on proximity j and to 
auem^ to interfere with it. would be stupid and useless. The West 
luflh's will alsraya take Iw^e supplies of iSoui*, meat, and salted fish 
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anti it is natural that these should come from the nearest country of 
origin, and in a less degree from Canada. The United States are- 
large consumers of tropical fruit, and the West Indies are to them 
ten times more than Madeira and the Azores are to us. On the 
sugar cargoes freight to the States is so much lower that, particu¬ 
larly with the right of free import, there is every reason why the 
West Indian produce should tend thither. The reversion of trade to 
its natural channels seems strange only because the habit of forcing 
it is so inveterate. At last such efforts have become nugatory. 
1’rade is much more evenly spread through the w'orld than it was 
fifty years ago, and the recasting tendency is at work everywhere*. 
In the present cas(5 much of the change is apparent only. Some- 
years back Barbados appears as tho exporting centre to all the other 
islands. Incn-ase of steam communication has altered this ; and what 
used to be imported through Barbados from the States now appears 
in the returns as coming directly from the latter. In dry goods and 
liardware, and many other like commodities, Great Britain retains, 
and is likely to retain, pre-eminence. Tho black man is very conser¬ 
vative in such matters. Once he gets his hoo from Birmingham he- 
will always got his hoe from Birmingham. It rests with the- 
Jhiglish manufacturer to keej) up a su})p!y of really sound goods. 
We need not bo afraid of fair com])et.ition, and we shall Aot lose in 
the long run by a close and friendly comiuercial relation between 
our islands and tho Ujiited States. 

It i.s at fii-st sight somewhat mortifying that the British West 
Indies shonld bo so much less evidently prosperous than the French 
islan<ls. From a mt>rely commercial point of view their development 
is not so very much inferior. It is as homes and permanent resting- 
places they have hitherto failed. There is less difference between 
the temperature of Toulon or Madrid and Guadeloupe than there is 
betw'een London and Trinidad; it is harder for tho Englishman to 
settle in the tropics than for an individual from a southern race. 
The Frenchman, moreover, has not that abiding sentiment about the 
“ old country ’ wdiich tho English colonist hardly ever loses. For 
him IVance is in his home wherever that may be, and so a French 
colony is a miniature of France; and to go from St. Lucia across to 
Martinique has exactly the sanu* effect as crossing the Straits of 
Dover. At the sann* tiiiu; the Frenchman who so identifies himself 
with his colony, retains enough influence at liome to identify tho 
colony with France; thus, the French Government spends largely on 
her colonies, and the latter are protected in her markets. And 
where the Frenchman’s home is, there is neatness and brightness and 
improving thrift. 

Putting aside the question whether we sufficiently cultivate reci¬ 
procal trade relations with the colonial portion of our Empire, there 
is one lesson we can learn from French and Spanish colonists.* The 
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future settlers who choose the West Indies for thek fortunes’ sake 
must take them also for a definite home: they will come back to 
England now and again, and we shall be glad to see them; but their 
own prosperity and the interest of Great Britain alike will bind them 
to the soil of their adopted home. They leave their country for 
their country’s good, but that country is thereby bound more and 
more to know their wants, to aid their weakness, to deserve their 
affection. 

The bow of Ulysses is yet perhaps unstrung; but there are men 
who can go forth once again and bend the mighty weapon. There 
are still hearts that should leap at the cry of “ Westivard ho ! ” 
The forts are once more crowning the Vigio over Castries Bay ; who 
can say but yet again the West Indian fleet may save the British 
Mmpire ? And though we pray for peace, yet the memory of con- 
(juests won in days gone by is a sign to us that there are conquests 
to be won on other fields in these days of ours—over despondency 
and negligence, over selfishness and supineness; and, so long as W'e 
can keep such foes from our West India colonies, wc need have no 
groat fear for the decadence of the Empire at large. 
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Among tlie pictured windows of the Town Hall of Lcrtvick, which 
represent the cliief historic figures of the Norso period of the ancient 
Earldom of Orkney and Slietland, tliere is one in wliich a crowned 
king and (jueen appc'ar standing side by sid(“; in the background of 
the kingly figure, a dog lit*s at liis inastei’ s feet—a dog lam^^d in 
story. The, king is Olaf of Nonvay—first of tliat name : the queen 
is his wife Thyri: the dog is King Olaf's hound “ Vigi*’—a great 
wolf-hound whom his master got in livland when on a war cniis(‘ 
there. And these t.hree, once for a brief space, companions together 
amid many changes and chances—bound togetlnn* in the bundle of 
this bri<>f earthly life, had it also appointed to them that even in 
death they w(>re not divided. 

This King Olaf, generally known as Olaf 'rryggvisson, to distin¬ 
guish him from the otlu*r Olaf who lived a generation later, and who 
is best known as Saint Olaf, or Olaf Haraldsson, was king of Norway 
in the very end of the timth centuiy. His reign began in 995, and 
•closed in tJie year 1000, in a strange and tragic way, whereof much 
has be('n writhm in tlu' old Northern chronicles; his w’hole term as 
king was thus only five years, but they were eventful ones in Norse 
history, and bore much fruit, not only in the merely local field of the 
North, but iu Eurojiean politics generally. 

(hirlyle calls him “ a magnificent, far-shining man ; " and again 
he says; “ strangidy lie remains still a shining figure to us; tlici 
wildly beautifiillest man in body and soul that one has ever heard of 
in the North.” While the latest writers and authorities on Northern 
matters, the editors of the Corpus Borealc, recently issued by the 
•Olarendon Press, say: 

“ The greatest of all the Northern kings, his life is an episode of exceed¬ 
ing inteiest. Coining out of the darkness, he i-eigns for five short years, 
duiing which he accomplishes his great ilesign, the Christiaiiizing Noiway 
and all her colonies; and then in the height of his gloiy, with the halo of 
holiness and herpism undimmed on his head, he vanishes again. But his 
w'orks do not perish with him. He had done his work, and though maybe 
his ideal of a great Christian Eii^ii'e on the Baltic was unfulfilled, he hud 
single-handed wrought the deepest change that has ever affecteil Norway. 
His noble presence biighteiis the Sagas whenever it appeal's, like a my of 
sunshine gleaming across the dark sli^ovy depths of a Northern iukk All 
hear witness to the wonderful charm which his personality exercised over 
all that were near him, so that like the holy King Lewis (who, howevhr, falls 
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Hhort of Olaf) he wa« felt to be an uneiuthly, superhninan being by those- 
who knew him. IXis singukr beauty, his lofty statm-e, golden hair and 
l)eerlesa skill in bodily feats, made him the typical Noreeman of the old 
heroic times, a model king." > 

King Olaf Tr\'gg\dsson w'as of the blood-royal of Norway, being great- 
grandson of King Harald Fairhair, to whose crown, in course of time, 
he succeeded. IJak’ald Fairhair was the first king of Norway. He took 
in baud the building up of the country into one realm under one 
head; the establishing of order and of public law'. Before his time, 
the land was under separate local chiefs or kinglets, each of whom 
did what was right in his own eyes and wrong in thosi' of his neigh¬ 
bours’, and constant civil war was the rule. Harald subjugated tlunii 
all, forced thimi to own him as Sovereign head; followed up the Vik¬ 
ings wlio resisted him across the M'estern sea to Orkney, Shetland, 
Fiirot*; brought these lands under his sway, and settled some fonn of 
government in each group of islands. Of the Northern Earldom, the 
story is told in the Orkney Saga, whence it ha.s been copied into all 
the subst'quent local histories and guide-books, how King Harald 
gave his friend Rognvald (another William to another Bismarck) tlu* 
Earldom of Orkney and Shetland, and how from that famous Earl all 

V 

tlie Norman dukes and Queen A'ictoria liereelf is lineally descended. 
King Harald died about the yera* 940, aged eighty-three, leaving Nor¬ 
way one realm but still heathen. Christianity liad not yet ])eDetrate(l 
into the North. Old King Harald’s life-task was the building up of 
Norway into one State ; it was tin* long task of his children's children 
to turn it from Norse Paganism to be a Christian land. He hiimself 
]iv<*d and died lieathen. 

But even in the old king's times, the sound of the coming change 
in creed, laws, and customs was heard all over the Nortli. His son 
Hakmi, surnamed the* Good, became Christian, and set himself in 
earnest to root out the old faitli and bi’ing in a newer and l)etter; 
hut he liad unheard-of difficulti(*a and opposition to encounter, and for 
generations the new creed seemed to make but little lieadway. Yet. 
tli<* m'w W’as growing, the old decaying steadily all the while, as is 
the w’ay in this world. 

Wo have a certain difficulty in realising how it was that our forefathers 
.should have hf'sitakHl to receive the Christian faith, or how they cared 
to cling to the old heathenism. Wo ourselves are saturated with 
('hristian influences; w’e are the product of hundreds of years of con¬ 
stantly-accumulating Christian tendencies; we see all things through 
an atmosphen^ into w'hich W’c w’ere bom, and of which we cannot 
divt‘st ourstdves. The ancient ways of thought of our own race are 
»s strange and foreign to us as if we were of another planet. What 
in their eyes wm lawful and praisewenfby, seems horrible and even 
inen'dihh to tts; tli<*ir flei-cH cruelty, their savage cnatozas, their 

* f'orjftu Jh-.tirum BtnreaU, vol. ii. 8!). 
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entire ignoring of what we regard as self-evident things—all thfsu 
strike us as incomprehensible. That only a few hundred years ago. 
our own race should have slain men in cold blood, without pity and 
without remorse, offered human sacrifice as a customary rite, tortured 
tlu'ir prisoners in war, exposed new-born children to perish, and 
treated their slaves more cruelly than the worst of men now would 
treat a dog—seems, indeed, strange to us. Not that wicked and 
cruel things are not done yet every day in Christian lands, but the 
dilferencc is that then they were approved by public conscience 
and by common law; now they are done against law, and shock 
consciimce. 

We have a vivid account of one Parliamentary debate in which 
King llakoii’s new reforming schemes were voted down by the old 
(,^onservativo constitutional pai-ty of the day, which had more than 
one leader equal to tlie occasion. This glimpse into a stormy scene- 
of the tenth century is worth taking. It was at a Thing held in the 
'J’hrondhjem district, that King Hakon made a speech to the people,, 
signifying that now the time was come for the putting away of all 
heathen customs, and that all Bonder should become Christians, and 
belicvi' in one God, Christ the Son of Mary—renouncing entirely 
blood sacrifices and heathen idols; should keep every seventh djiy 
holy, abstain from labour that day, devoting it to fasting and sacred 
meditation. When ihe king had finished, there arose by way of 
answt'r a confused universal murmur of entire dissent. “ Take 
away from us our old belief, and also our time for labour! ” thev 
murmured in angry astonishment; “ how can even the land be got- 
tilled in that way ? ” “We cannot work if we don't get food,” said 
the hand labourers and the slaves. “ It lies in King Ilakon's blood,” 
remarked others; “ his father and all his kindred were apt to bo 
stingy about food, though libenil enough with money.” 

At length, one Osbjbrn, of ^ledalhusin Gulathal, stepped forward 
and said in a distinct manner :— 

“ We Bonder thought, King Hakon, when thou heldest thy first I’hing-d.ny 
here in Tlvrondhjem, and we took thee for our king, and received our odal 
lands from thee again, that we had got heaven itself. But now, we know not 
how it is, whether we have won freedom, or whether thou intendest anew 
to make us slaves with this wonderful proposal that we should renounce 
our faith, which our fathei's before us have held, and all our ancestors as 
well, first in the age of burial by burning, and now in that of earth burial 
and yet these departed, ones were much our superiors, and their faith too 
has brought prosperity to us! Thee, at the same time, we have loved sfj 
much that w'e raised thee to manage all the laws of the land and speak as 
their voice to ns all. And even now, it is our will and the vote of all 
Bonder to keep that pactum which thou gavest us here on the Thing at- 
ITroste, and to maintain thee as king so long as any of us Bonder, who are 
here upon ihe Thipg,-baa life left; provided thou, king, wilt go fairly to 
work, and demand of. us only sucli things as are not impossiMe. But if 
thon wilt fix upon this thing with so great obstinacy, and employ force 
and power, in that care, we Bonder have taken, the resolution, all of us, ^o- 
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fall away from thee and to take for ourselves another lieail, wlto will ho 
behave that we may enjoy in freedom tlio belief which is agreeable to us. 
Now shalt thou, king, choose one of tliese two courses before the Thing 
disperse.” 

Whereupon, adds the chronicle, all the Bonder raised a mighty shout: 
“ Yes, we will have it so, as has been said.” ‘ 

Thus wei'e King Ilakon’s proposals met by the staunch old 
heathen, and for long repulsed. Even wh(‘n at length Christianity 
triumphed, and was “ brought into the law,” as the phrase was; by 
an unlucky cliance, bad seasons set in over Norway: year after year 
there was scarcity, even famine, and gi’eat inurniurings arose. ‘‘ See 
what you have brought uix)n us, with your new-fangh'd notions,"’ 
said the folk all over the North; '• the godsAvhoni you rejected hav»‘ 
now rejected us, and are punishing us for our wickedness.” We can 
judge how hearty would bo the allegiance to the new creed, when 
such beliefs wore common. Although, for fonn‘s sake, there was 
au outward compliance with Christian creed and ritual—doubth'ss 
for generations, the old heathen rites w’on' diligently practisi'd and 
more trusted in than all the observances of the Church. Tlu^ 
eating of horseflesh, the Ynle customs, the practice of charms and 
divinations, and rhe faith in sorceiy long suivived, deeply rooted in 
the public consciousness. 

As the life-task of King Ilarald Fairhair was the building up of 
Norway, so that of King Olaf w'as the consolidation of it, and, above 
all, the Christianizing of the whole North. The royal race of Norway 
j)roduced capable men; they never wanted a man to stand bt'fote 
them.' But of them all the greatest was King Olaf. His designs 
w’ere vast and far-re‘achiug. He planned a gi'eat Christian Empire 
of the North, in which the Baltic was to bo a lake, and all Europe 
was to be brought under its sw'ay. He had dreams which, seven 
hundred years aftoiwards, the great Gustav Adolf of Sweden still 
shared: dreams w’hich led him to be the chief captain of Earopt*. 
King Olaf was but a young man when, in his thirty-second year, his 
brief course ended : 

“ Short day and long remembrance,” 
his a-ppropriate epitaph! 

Within the few years of his manhood and reign, great events wore 
crowded, and of him especially, among the heroic figures of the 
North, it can be said that his memory 

“ will live alone, as mournful light 
That bi-oods above the fallen sun, 

An«l dwells in heaven half the night.” 

Surely no one of princely birth had a more chequered career, and one 
HO full of rapid incident. Of the kingly race, as hbs been said, his 
father, a grandson of Harald Fairhair, was slain in one of those civil 
broils which ‘were perpetual. His mother Astrid, accompanied by 
^ Sdtiy Kingt of Norway. 
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her foster-father, Thorolf, had to flee for her life. Three months 
afterwards she gavo birth to a boy, whom she named after her 
grandfather Olaf: the boy was born on a holm in a lake, vrhere for 
some months, according to the legend, they lay concealed. Then 
Astrid made her jvay to Sweden, and was there two years; thence 
she journeyed for refuge with her brother Sigurd Erikson in Gar- 
darike, what we now call Eussia; but on the way they were attacked 
by Vik-ings, who slew the king’s foster-father, and sold her and her 
boy for slaves. Olaf was bovight for a “ good big goat; ” a man 
from Esthonia bought him next for “a good cloak,” and with this 
man the boy lived six years. Ilia master was kind to him, and 
loved the child greatly. Already that wonderful personality, which 
afterwards attracted all who came under its influence, made itself 
felt. Now, says the Saga, it chanced that Sigurd Erikson came to 
Esthonia to collect the skat, and one day rode with his men to tho 
gaard where Olaf was. The boy was outside playing with somo 
others, and when ho saw the strangers ride, into the gaaid, he went 
towards them, as the son of a king should do, and greeted the 
leader. Sigurd saw at once that the boy was a stranger: he gi-eetod 
him in return, and asked of his name and race. “ I ani called 
()laf,” answered Ikj ; “ of Norway is my race, and there was I bom ; 
my father was King Tryggvi Olafsson, and my mother is Astrid 
Erik’s daught(jr.” Then Sigurd recognized Olaf as his sister’s son, 
bought the boy, and took him to Gardarike. Olaf was then nine 
years old. 

In llussia ho remained and had his training until ho was eighteen. 
The universal voice of Saga and tradition describes him as surpass¬ 
ingly handsome. Tall and powerfully made, golden-haired, beauti¬ 
fully and carefully dressed; skilled in every manly exercise, he could 
swim, run, skate swifter than any man. His winning manner, his 
wit and humour, his gifts as a ready and eloquent speaker, all con¬ 
tribute to complete a picture of a leader of men. No doubt the 
natural tendency to exaggerate the accomplishments of one loved 
and admired as ho was, has to bo allowed for; but there can bo no 
doubt of the strango charm which King Olaf’s presence seems to 
have had. “ Hai-dly any king,” says Snorro, “ was ever so well 
obeyed; by one class out of zeal and love, by the rest out of dread.” 

In his eighteenth year he went out into the greater world as a 
Vik-ing—^tho then recognized profession of a princely Norseman. 
He soon showed such qualities of a war-captain, that he drew around 
him the chosen champions of tho North; the Sagas say no such crews 
were before or since as King Olaf manned his ships with. He cruised 
all over the coasts of Northern Europe, and along tho shores of 
England, Wales, Ireland, and tho Hebrides. Once at the Scilly Isles 
he 1 ‘ested, and there fell in with some strange Christian monk or 
hermit whom he had curiosity to seek out, examine, question and 
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'discourse with. There it ia said^ Olaf received ^ristian baptism from 
Lillis hermit; but the story is involved in mystery and miracle, and 
the certainty of it not easily attained. Thereafter Olaf made alliance 
with King Sweyu of Denmark for a joint invasion of England, and 
■for a year or mort? was engaged in that attempt. In 990, they 
sailed up the Thames with 300 ships and assaulted London, but the 
venture failed with great loss to the Danes, and the two kings turned 
•aside and went all over the south of England; Kent, Hampshire, 
{Sussex were mvaged until the English king, Ethelred, bought them off 
w'ith the yearly tribute known as the Danegelt. Ultimately, Sweyu 
subdued England and founded the Danish dynasty, which |>roduced 
a brief term of strict government there. For about two years, Olaf 
—still not king of Norway—remained in England, in the neighbour¬ 
hood of Soutliarapton, on terms of friendship with the English king. 
There he came to know Archbishop Elphege, and at this time a great 
change came over Olaf. He was publicly baptized, afterwards con¬ 
firmed by the Archbishop ; and departed by the west coast of 
England and Scotland, tarrying some time at the Danish Court in 
Dublin, on his way. From this period his work of Christianizing the' 
North began. Now it ■was that he comes into the Orkney Saga—^the 
history of the ancient Earldom of Orkney and Shetland—as the king 
who brought in (Christianity by the baptizing of Earl Sigurd and tlio 
introduction of Christian prieshs. On his return in 995 to Norway, 
at Throndlifem lie was chosen king, and his short and memorabh^ 
reign began. For the five years he ruled his labours were unceasing. 
Devoted to three grt-at purposes, his life was led: first, the consti¬ 
tutional building up of Norway as one State; second, the putting 
down of heathenism and the establishment of ('hristianity ; third, the 
founding of a great Northern Empire, which was to include all Scandi¬ 
navia and the Baltic lands. Ho was a statesman as well as a great 
soldier ; he saw and foresaw ; ho was hundreds of years ahead of his 
time. But although he succeeded in carrying out two of his lofty 
purposes, the fulfilment of the th^ee was denied him. The forces of 
his day were against him, a hostile league o£ Danes and Swedes was 
formed, he was betrayed by traitorous allies, and at length, on Monday, 
the 9th September 1000, in the great sea-fight of Swold, near Riigen, 
in the Baltic, King Olaf vanished for ever from the sight of men. 
The exact dating of this memorable event, as given in the Saga of 
Olaf Tryggvisson, is this: “ So it is said that this battle was on Monday, 
the day after later Marymas. Then had passed by from the incarna¬ 
tion of our Lord Jesus Christ a thousand years. It was in the eighth 
year of the third ten of the rule of Ethelred, king in England, and in 
the eighth year of the reign of Sweyh Double-Beard, the Danish king. 
In that aatae year died Otto, he who was the third Kaiser of that 
name, and,HetMy 4oOk the nde.” * 

This epoch-BC^’ng event, the sear%ht of Swold, is corefhlly and 
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Tninntely described i||.tbe Saga of King 01af» Kinglake did not taku 
more pains to narrate witk close accuracy the doings of Lord Kaglan 
and his English in the Crimea, than this Icelandic chronicler does 
to record the last battle of the great king; and with great skill he 
does it. He has the rare art of simple and clear narrative, vigorous 
without effort, graphic and vivid, with deep pathos underlying all. 
He marshals the progress of his recital with the careful skill of a 
practised writer who knows how to veil his art with artless words ; 
ho leads up to the crisis of his naiTativo ; he lets the curtain fall on 
the closing scene of the eventful day, slowly and sadly. He was no 
mere chronicler of dates and facta; no dry-as-dust gazetteer, who 
wrote the story of the “ Passing of King Olaf,” as we have it in the 
Saga. 

The arrival of the king’s fleet, and the coming dn of the successive 
ships before the watching eyes of the leaders of the hostile fleet, ere 
the fight began, is minutely painted with painstaking accuracy. 
The leading ships, the chief commanders, and all the famous men 
are individually named, and the scene is described so as specially to 
give the king’s ship, the Lowj Serpent, due place and prominence, 
and to make him and her the centre of the interest of the fateful 
day. 

A famous ship, the Lonij Serpent, for centuries the theme of 
story in the North, famous as the greatest of Norse war-ships, still 
more famous as the flag-ship of the greatest Norse sea-king. Of 
her. Lord Dufferin writes with enthusiasm; about her, Longfellow 
has written poems. A thousand years has not extinguished her 
name and fame. 

But it is at the close of the great fight, when wnth the setting sun 
the power and might of King Olaf was also setting in cloudy fire and 
flame, that the writer of the Saga shows his power and leaves a record 
wonderful in its simple force and pathos. The battle has been 
fiercely waged: victory long shaking her doubtful um has at last 
thrown, the iron dice, and the game has gone against King Olaf, the 
greatest of chiefs, the noblest and tallest and handsomest of men, the 
peerless leader, the beloved captain. It is all over. There is nothing 
left but to die and not sun’ender. On tlu^ poop of the Long Seipent 
stands the king and sees his brother. King Death, very nigh to 
him: 

“ On the lofty poop, high towering, 

Beckless of the arrows showering, 

Stands the smiling king I 
Heaped-up foemen round him lying. 

All his men now deail or dying, 

None'ean succour bring! ” 

The Saga relates; 

“ That day, Kolbjdrn, the king’s marshal, with other forecastle men, 
were in char^ of thebo^. |[olbjdrn was busked and equipped in arms and 




apparel, just in the Ciune manner, as King Olaf, why he so equipped 
himself was that he .thought if chance should .be fli^Oi,w was, that thus he 
might give some help to King Olaf. But when the most valiant of King 
Olaf’s people were falling on the main-deck, then went Kolbjorn up on the 
poop to the king. It was not very easy then to know which was^jwKich, 
because Kolbjorn was the tallest and handsomest of men. On tte poop 
there was so great a sltorm of war tliat the shields both of King Olaf end of 
Kolbjorn wei-e studded with shafts. But when the Earl’s men pressed e,fk;," 
to the poop, it seemed to them that so great a light shone over the king-, 
that they were not able to look at him. And when the light glided 
they saw nowhere King Olaf.” 

Now then* are many accounts of how it befell what 
then. Snorri Sturluson gives this account that when King 
that, most of his people had fallen, and that Earl Eirik and 
liis men were pressing aft to the poop, King Olaf and 
marshal both then leapt overboard, one over each side, while the: 
Earl’s men laid out in small boats and killed the men who had 
plunged overboard. And when the king himself had leapt over¬ 
board, they who were in the skiffs would have seized and brought/ 
him to the Earl, but King Olaf drew his shield over him and dived 
down. But Kolbjorn tlio marshal fell so on the sea that his shield 
was under him, and he was seized ere. lie could dive. This is what 
►Snorri says. J3iit from Kolbjom’s own words, it, is told that when 
lie liad come up on tho poop, and the king had bt'gun to shoot at 
Earl Eirik, tlxen saw Kolbjorn what other men liad seen before—that 
blood was running from under tho sleeve of the king’s mail-shirt. 
And a littli» after, Kolbjorn thought that he saw tho flash of tho 
king leaping overboard in his armour, and all busked as lie was that 
day, and when his foes would seize him, he drew his shield over him. 
And at that very moment Kolbjorn looked towards the foe, and saw 
that so many had boarded the Lowf Serpent that you might say tjjo 
ship was full of them. Kolbjorn said afterwards that a little fright 
came over him just then. He turned to the side where King Olaf 
had been just before, and when he saw not the king, then he dropped 
his shield and leaped overboard. But when he came down on tho 
sea, there was just under him a very handsome shield which’ he 
thought he knew to be that which King Olaf had borne that day. 
But as Kolbjorn came down on the shield, he was ware that a itian 
was swimming gently below it. But tbe man let go the shield when 
he felt the weight fall on to it. Then was KolbjOm seized and 
drawn up into a boat. They thought that it was King Olaf. Then, 
was he led before Earl Eirik. But when the Earl was ware that- ib 
was Kolbjorn and not the king, he granted a truco to KolbjOrn. 
In that momeut many of King Olafs men leapt overboard ; those who 
were still ih life, and had till then made a gallant defence, so that 
men'have tlifeir!t*u,Iour in remembrance. Thus Hallfred relates that 
men sfttd how Thoijkell Nefja had given his brother, King.Olaf, the 
noblest }]p]p and staiiichest Ibllowing. • Hallfred witnesses ^l^DBt folly 
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that TliorkeU lea{)t ov'^board, last of all Kfi^Olafs men. ThorlceU 
swam to land, and so saVed his life. But afterwards, he made truce 
with Ear]^ Plirik, as others of King Olafs men did. For it is said 
that bes^f jKolbjQrn, the marshal, six other men were picked up and 
had tni^e granted them: Einir Thamberskelfir, Thrand Skalg,' 
Saudi, Thorsteinn Oxfoot, BjOm from Studla, AsbjOru from 
Earl Sigvald had lain by with his ships all that day, and was 

K i fight. 

len King Olaf had leapt overlioard, the whole host of the 
sed a shout of victory, and then Sigvald and his men dashed 
into the sea, and rowed to the fight. But at the same 
the shout was hoard, and Sigvald rowed to the war-ships, 
rho Were in the Wendish smack, which twice that day had 
ing Olaf, plunged their oars in the sea and rowed away 
lest. Tliey rowed back to Wendland. And forthwith 
there were many men who said that “ King Olaf must hatve stripped 
dp his mail-shirt in his dive, and dived out below the long ships, 
‘-^d swam then to the Wendish smack, and that her men flit him 
fd land.” 


Thus the various accounts are given in carefully exact language, 
pthers similar follow—all varying a little in details, according to the 
■^ndpoint of the narrator, but all agreeing in the main point: that 
at a precise moment of the battle. King Olaf was seen to leap over- 
'board, or that (as some testify) they saw him up to a given moment, 
and then missed him. One of the accounts (by one of bis enemies) 
has a curious vivid touch in its particulars. The man says that as 
Earl Eirik was charging aft to the where the king was, that 

he stooped down to roll the dead bodies from before the Earl’s feet, 
so that ho should not be encumbered on his way, and that when he 
lifted his head afterwards he saw King Olaf no longer. 

One thing is clear, that here the king vanished. The mythical 
Vay of beholding things was still common in these times, and the 
king’s passing away speedily became mythic. The Wendish smack 
plays a great part in the development of the myth which soon took 
root and grew. He had swum to the Wendish ship; he had been 
received by her men; he had been “flit” by them ashore; he had 
fared to the Eastlands then ; he had been seen there by Northmen; 
he was great in battle there ; he had never perished in the sea-flght; 
tokens of him had been sent to Norway ; he was again to come to 
his land and his folk, and be greater than of yore. King Olaf was 
too great to die as other men. The Northmen never could quite 
give' up hope that he was to return to them. And the Sagaman 
says that it would indeed be some alleviation to their grief to know 
that he still lived, though far in the utmost east, and parted from 
them^'-,'/' • * 

Buf King Olaf came ne6.a|^i hobwitihstanSing the grief his 
VoL. 130.-—No. 5, N w 
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folk. How mucli tliey loved him, and admired, may be read in 
©very line of the Sagas which tell of him. His beauty, his noble 
presence, his grand bearing, his dauntless courage, are the theme of 
their narratives. Kolbjiirn was not easy to distinguish from the 
king, “ becausei he was the tallest and handsomest of men”—there¬ 
fore ho dressed himself so that he might be mistaken for his lord, 
and, if need be, die for him. Nothing can suri)aBS the simple 
nobility and devotedness in this account of Kolbjorn, as indeed the 
whole narrative, for its clearness, unpretending manner, and “ gotnl 
form,” is in strange contrast to the degraded composition which our 
later age has adopted as the suitable style of chronicling current 
©vents. The Northman wi*ot© as the men of old of other races seem 
to have always written—simply, clearly, carefully, thinking altogether 
of the thing to be said, and not of Iwio they were to say it. An 
Icelandic Saga resembles the Hebrew Scripture in its noble simplicity, 
its unconscious pathos, its inherent poetry. No better “ style ” has 
yet been written in the world. 

As a splendid example of it, take the following, which relates the 
close of the fateful day of Swold : 

It is said th.at this has been the most remarkable battle fought in 
the Northland for very many reasons. First, becau.se of the valiant 
defence that King Olaf and hi.s men made on boanl the Lontj Serpent ; 
for men know not any cxfimple of men resisting for so long a time and 
with such bravery, their enemies who were in ovcrwlielming force; for 
so hard was the onslaught of Earl Eitik and liis ^)eo(>le that it has bccorno 
widely famous. TliLs encounter wjis also famous heciiiise of the many 
slain and for the prowess of the Earl, iu.somucJi that ho won that sliip 
which was then the largest and most beautiful that bad been built in 
Norway, and of which ship many men Itad 6.aid that while she was m.auncd 
with so noble a crew, she could never be won by arms while she iloiited 
the sea. But mast of all for this reason wa.s this fight famous, that this 
king was the most victoiious and renowned in all the Danish tongue. 
And so much beloved was King Olaf that it wa.s the common belief among 
the folk that never again in Norway nor elsewhere would such another 

king be born as he- And now when the manshiughter on boiird the 

Long Serpent was ended, and the ship hud been ransacke<l and cleareil 
of the bodies of dead men, Thyri the Queen was brought up from under the 
hatches; and she was grief-laden and wept very sore. And when Earl 
Eirik saw that, he went to her and said with much concern : ‘ Here hath 
befallen a terrible thing in the death of so many honourable men. We 
hipre brought great gi-ief not on thee alone, Queen, but on all the folk 
of Norway, though—as is to be looked for—it may touch thee most nearly. 
And now, though I cannot undo what is done, yet I shall alleviate it as 
much as I may, in that, if I get any power in Norway, 1 shall own your 
rank in all ways that I can, and honour you in all things.’ And the Queen 
answered: * This thy promise is spoken out of great manliness and good- 
wiU, such as thou hast often shown, and willingly would I live if I could, 
and accept, thy noble kindness. But so sorely is my heart smittoi with 
grief Upit I have no hope left of prolon^ng my life.’ And it happened 
'even so as siie had said, that she could neither eat nor drink for sorrow, 

int^uired of^ Bishop Sigurd what is the least that one may be permitted 
ia the nght of Ood to eat t(^ sustain life. And with this sign of submissioTL 
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•»lied Thyri the Queen, after some days. Enrl Eirik Hakonsson claimed the 
Long Serpent as his prize of conquest, and also a large share of the spoil. 
The Earl manned her skilfully with the most valiant men, and steei*ed hei* 
himself. But though the Long Serpent was powerfully manned with hai-dy 
■seamen, yet they could scarcely bring her—and with much awkwardness, 
so to speak—from the eastward into the Wick. She would never trim 
nor answer her helm at all. So Earl Eirik hewed up the Long Serpent. 
Some say that he even caused her to be burnt. 

“ Einir Thamberskeltir,^ and other of those men to whom Earl Eirik 
had given truce after the battle, went north • to Norway with the Earl. 
Vigi, King Olaf’s hound, had lain in the chief cabin forward of the poop, 
■during the day while the battle was, and so alt the time afterwards. But 
when the Earl same etist into the Wick with the Long Serpent, Einir 
Tliamberskolfir before ho went ashore, went to where the hound lay and 
s«iid: ‘ Lordless are we now, Vigi.’ And when he so spoke, the hound 
sprang up wailing, and howled sis if a heart-spasm h.ad seized him. Then 
he ran ashore with Einir and went up on a knoll. There lay he down and 
would take meat of no man, though ho defended his food from other dogs, 
beast and fowl. Teai-s ran out of liis eyes, down over his face, so mourned 
he Ins liego lord ; and there he lay till he wei'e dead. Now thus, in such 
like mournful manner, the Northmen lost the four most precious things 
in their hind, even as was foretold by the blind bonde of Most.” 

Wo may take it as a certain fact of history, and not a mere 
mythical legend, that this Norse king was in truth a singularly 
remarkable man—were it but for the power he seems to have pos¬ 
sessed of arousing in those about him the supreme emotions of 
admiration, love, and grief. Ilis people loved him with that proud 
and tender tenacity of which the Northern heart has ever shown 
itself capable. The close of his career, as it is depicted in this Saga, 
is like the close of a Shaksperean tragedy, in its mournful greatness. 
The king dies, the queen dies, the faithful dog dies; the king’s 
marshal strives also to die with his dear lord ; the very ship which 
had been associated with his fame and glory is fated not to smwivo 
him ; last of all, the king’s Court poet dies of grief for his master, 
’riiis episode also is so touching that it may appropriately close this 
pa|w}r. When we think of a king like John of England, of whom 
it could be said that hell itself was made fouler by his presence, and 
then recall him of whom wo now speak—there is indeed a great gulf 
fixed. 

Hallfred, the king’s Court poet, was a special favourite with Olaf. 
At his baptism the king had been his sponsor, “ had held him Kp ” 
■jit the font. He had been sent on an embassy to the East to Earl 

’ He was but eighteen: the youngest of King Olafs officers at Swold. Ix)ngfellow 
has a vivid picture of him at the crisis of tho fight: 

“ Then with smile of joy defiant 
On his beardless Up, 

Scaled he, light and self-reliant, 

Erik’s dragon-ship. 

Loose his golden locks were flowing, 

Bright his armour gleamed: 

Like St. Michael overthrowing 
■ Lacker, he seemed.” 

Taka of a Wai/aide Inn, xx. 
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lleginwald, about; the marriage of Olafs sister. He went back to 
Iceland the year before Olafs death, and so was not present at Swold. 
There is a touching account of the way in which he came to hear 
the tidings of his master s fall. He was just about to fight a wager 
of battle, and he dreamed the night before that King Olaf appeared 
to him and told him not to fight in an unrighteous cause, and that 
he should go to the wood where the cross-roads met, and that there 
ho would hear tidings which would touch him more nearly than this 
matter of the wager of battle. So he went, and lo, men in rod 
coats riding from the ships, and from them he heard the news that 
was shocking the whole North. “ Hallfred was as if he were 
stunned with a stone.” He settled his suit, went out at once to 
Norway to hear what ho could of the king, and then ho made the 
dirge, “ Olafs Drdpa.” He seems to have composed no more after¬ 
wards, for ho was never happy or at rest after the king’s fall—“ tho 
world was elnpty,” as ho says; and though ho went out to Sweden, 
where he had a wife and son, ho could not stay there in peace, but 
was minded to go back to Iceland, and on that voyage he died, as 
the Saga tells us. 

“ The doughty king of tlie Northmen has come to his end: 

The prince is gone, the dear caiptain of the guard liiis sunk in death. 

*Twas pity that 1 was far away from tiie king when the iron rang, 

Tliough thei-e is smail help in one man. 

Now 1 am pjxrted from him : tlie sword-tide has Avrought this. 

I yearn for my lord every day ! It is tlie lieight of woo ! 

Earth and heavens sliall be rent in twain ere a lord shall be born like 
to Olaf, 

He was tlie best of eai-thly men. 

May Christ the pure keep the king’s soul in Paradise! ” 

“No day is more famous in Northern story, no battle more stirring than 
this of Swold. Legends grow up about it, pathetic, marvellous, and 
miraculous. It was impossible for his surviving followers to believe that 
the holy king, their invincible lemler, Avas really dead; and the fond, 
popular belief which hsis in its own doggod faithfulness conferred on sAich 
men as Frederick lied Board, Arthur, and Charlemagne an immortality of 
hope, dealt also in like manner Avith the memory of Olaf.” ‘ 

^ Corpus Boreale, vol. ii. 86. 



THE THRIFT MOVEMENT ON THE 
CONTINENT, 


One of the most hopeful signs of the times may be noted in the 
steady progress of the great TlndlY, movement. Dating its commence¬ 
ment from the year 1817, when the Legislatui’e of this country first 
look the matter in hand by controlling the existing system of 
Savings Banks and widening the basis of their opoi-ations, the mov(5- 
ment has slowly but surely extcmded, not only tliroiighout tin' United 
Kingdom and the colonies, where signal results are being I’ecorded 
from time to time, but over a wide and important area of the 
European coni ineut. Tliore is thus to be seen in the fruits of the 
economy of the- people, as shown by the returns of the Thrift or 
Savings Banks, a potent and beneficent element which is of tin' 
giH'atest and far-reaching consequence, and which is being emphasized 
more and more every year. One State or country after another has 
wisely seen and provided for the necessity of training its peoph* to 
liabits of prudence and foresight witli regard to money matt('rs ; and 
now there is scarcely a State in the whole of Europe that does not 
rejoice in its native system of Peoples’ Banks, by which agency thos(< 
very I'ssential habits may be fostered to good purpose. 

Some referi'nces, then.'fore, to the splendid work that has been 
accomplished during recent years on the Continent by such us('ful 
“ aids to thrift ’’ may not bo Avithout point at the present time, when 
the system of Savings Banks in vogue in this country' is receiving 
more than its usual share of attention fi-om Parliament in order 
to its being made more useful to the community. Although the 
Savings Bank movement in this country may be said practically 
to have had its origin nearly a century ago, it was in the year 
1816-17, as has been indicated, that the Government, recognizing 
its immense importance to the community, gave it that status which 
it w'as so desirable to acquire in the general interest. With the 
Legislature's impi'm.atur, the success of such a system all tlie more 
rt'adily became assured than without it, and the experience of 
seventy years has emphatically iiroved this. And so, since the 
year named, the control of the system has practically been in the 
hands of the State, though what may be called “ Trustee ” patronage 
—which, by the way, seems to have yielded the best results-- 
is in vogue in one of the two divisions of it, the other having 
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been since 18C1 under the supervision of the Postiuastor-GeneraL 
Probably it was the importance of the legislative step of 1816-17 
that first directed the attention of the Governments of other countries 
to a system which had so much to recommend it to their notice, 
and seemed so worthy of adoption. At any rate, in the following 
year, 1818, a Cairn iVSpargne et de Privmjanca was established in 
Paris, much after the style and character of the Banks for Savings 
then multiplying: rapidly tlu'oughout Great Britain and Irehmd. 
Commencing its operations actually three years after Waterloo, the 
Paris Caissc d!£parg]ie is thus th(‘ pioneer of the system now flourish¬ 
ing over the length and breadth of the Continent, and is, of course, 
the most successful example of it. A remarkable amount of success 
has attended the career of this Thrift Bank from the beginning. Its 
accumulated deposits speak eloquently for the well-known persistent 
economy—in spite of many and extraordinary social disadvantages— 
t)f the generality of the Pailsian working-classes ; and if any moral 
clement can indicate real progress, whether in the individual or tliii 
community, it is surely that of thrift or providence, which is one of 
the best certificates of character a man or a class of men can posses.s. 

The recently issued Repoi-t of this great Savings Bank contains 
many interesting facts, of which the following are perhaps the most 
deserving of attention. 

With its chief office (caissc centrak) in the lino Coq-Hcron, and 
thirty-eight auxiliary branches in Paris and suburbs, it is not 
surprising to find that over half a million depositors take advan¬ 
tage of this useful institution. The precise numbers are—males, 
J108,329 ; females, 239,246. The balances (soJdrs) duo to each class 
are 65,427,753 francs and 52,668,673 francs respectively; in all, 
547,575 depositors, owning no less a sum than 118,096,326 francs, or 
an average (megenne par livret) of 215 frs. 67c. each. With so. 
large a body of depositors—over 14,000 to each branch—it may bo 
inferred that a year’s business will show large operations, and the 
following table indicates the natm*e and extent of these :— 



Francs. 

Ueposlt 

TrnnsaitioiM. 

I. Sums received last year (1887) at 

branches . . . ' . 

19,789,608 

2.30,818 

Do. do. at came eentrale 

27,686,474 

180,732 

Total .... 

47,.'$76,172 

411„6.60 


Francs. 

No. of 
SepsTmenls.. 

II. Snms rgwtd last year (1887) at 

branches. 

3,446.016 

13,310 

Do. do. at caieee eentrale 

42,056,751 

194,697 

Total .... 

46,602,766 

207,907 

III. Total sums received and Beoelred. 

Paid. 

pM since the com- 

•meneement . . - . 1,527,619,345 frs. 

1,290,316,941 frs. 


.Total anxnber of transactions since tAe commeRceyKrnt . . 20,647,644 
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A very significant table is that giving the classification of deposi¬ 
tors according to designations. It is often alleged that many of the 
Savings Bank depositors do not strictly come ■mthin the working or 
wage-earning category, and that, consequently, the sums deposited 
by them do not fairly represent working-class savings. Much may 
be said jvro and con. on this aspect of the subject so far as it affects 
ihjpositors in the Savings Banks in this country. With regard, 
however, to depositors in Prance, the following table distinctly shows 
that the working and artisan classes veiy decidedly preponderate in 
the Savings Banks there, and, indeed, constitute the main element 
contributing to the success of the banks:— 

T^ast year 11, U4 new depositors joined the Gaim. ^t^pargm of 
-Paris and its branches. Of these, 20,117 were males and 20,997 
females. These are generally divided into—(1) Workers and labourers 
(22.098); (2) Artivmn (1904); (8) Domestics, such as yerw 

I /f con fin It ci'^ ralvta de chavilur, rtiimiurs, (‘(H'hrH, jardi7iier-% jwrtiers, 
I'tc. (IGfM); (1) IJni 2 >loi/(% such as cmpluycn .'ivjjdricttrs, cmployds mi's 
cri'ififrc.% eumhiis iiiarcJiniuh, yar^'orts de hturnu, facfcnrs, conducteurs,&c. 
(6112); (5) Military and marines (o51); (0) other professions (973); 
(7) Jfi’iiiici's (4170). It will be seen, therefoi’e, from the foregoing 
distribution of classes, that those who joined the bank last year are 
the very persons refpiiring to do so, and it may therefore be fairly 
assumed that tliat average is representative of the whole body of 
depositors. 

There is another ft'ature of striking significance in the Report, and 
that is the large juvenih' element which is being educated in tho 
l)riuciple.s and practice of economy by means of the Savings Bank. 
In this country the subject of juvenile thrift has long engaged the 
!itt(‘ntion of those whom it concerns. The number of primary 
schools where thrift is taught in the attached school Penny Bank is 
increasing year by year. The Education 13epai*tment has already 
expressed a decided opinion as to the necessity for teaching the 
young jts valuable principles, and many schools throughout the 
country, especially those situated in populous centres, have, for some 
years now, had Penny Banka introduced as a part of the school 
system, with the happiest results. Manchester, Liverpool, Glasgow', 
Edinburgh, are cities that may be mentioned in this connection 
OkS places where, as in London and Paris, the very youngest persons 
are in constant training in those habits which lie at the root of social 
success and happiness. 

The j^pargne scolaire of Paris is a wonderful success. No fewer 
than 224 schools with Penny Banks attached exist in Paris and 
neighbourhood for the benefit of the young. In the arrondisse- 
raent of Popincourt there are thirty-three of these schools in a 
flourishing condition. Sixteen of them are for b<^8 and seventeen 
for girls, of whom, together, 20,459 are depositors in the Savings 
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Bank, possessing considerable sums. Last year these children 
deposited 59,234 francs. Altogether, in the 224 schools thus doing 
excellent work there were last year 57,997 young people who 
enjoyed the benefit of that work, and that to the tune of 186,795 
francs deposited, thus making a total of 1,292,092 francs invested 
by means of those most useful, if humble, agencies since their 
introduction into the Parisian school system thirteen years ago. 

With such a civilizing centre as Prance to strike out from, and 
with the splendid example of La Cairn d'£par(jM da Paris to 
enforce its advantages, the thrift movement began gradually to spread 
over the adjoining countries. Although many years had elapsed 
after the establislunent of the system in Prance ere the movement 
assumed anything like hopeful dimensions elsewhere on the Continent, 
the day at length came when the (Tovernments of other nationalities 
deemed it necessary to give the system their countenance. . The 
Belgian Government was one of the first to apprehend its national 
advantages, and on the IGth of Mai*ch 1865 it extended the State 
guarantee to the Caisse g^ineralv d’Kparipte li dc Jielmita. The estab¬ 
lishment and quick success of the I’ost Office Havings Bank system 
in this country a year' or two before may have had something to do 
with suggesting something similar to the Government of Belgium. 
Be that as it may, the new idea thus engi-afted soon took hold of the 
popular regard throughout the country', and began to make itself fidt 
in the practical form as a national neaissity. ^'o show to what an 
extent it has been taken advantage of in Belgium since 1865 it has 
simply to Ix! stated that after exactly twenty years’ operations— i.r., 
to December 31, 1885—no less a sum than 189,001,089 francs had 
accumulated to the credit of 431,545 depositors, who thus have an 
average sum of 438 francs each, a highly commendable result. 

Quite as satisfactory in its way is the result of the working of the 
Savings Bank system in Switzerland. There, the four chief institu¬ 
tions are those established at Bslle, Geneva, Neuchatel, and Vaud. 
The result of these may thus be summarized;— 


1 . £&le 

■Vesr. 

. ISSS 

Xo.of 

l>ppo«itor». 

.. 22,444 ... 

Amount of 
Iiivettmenta. 

14,.4.36,827 francs 

Average 

Holding. 

... 638 francs 

2. Geneva . 

. 188(> 

... ... 

27,6.52,461 „ 

... 702 „ 

S. Keuchfitcl 

. 1880 

... .14,800 ., 

25,.420,448 „ 

... 7.46 „ 

4. Vaud 

. 1886 

... :»5,7tW ... 

24,126,906 „ 

... 709 „ 

Total, Switzerland 

. 132,553 ... 

91,334,691 „ 

... 688 „ 


Rightly or wrongly, the working and peasant classes of Italy do not 
always get a flattering character for industry or thrift. The Savings 
Bank returns of their country will, at any rate, tell their own story, 
which is most creditable indeed, upsetting any preconceived notions 
with respect to the habits of the working-class population of that 
sunny clime.- -In Italy,, the four principal Caisses iVPpargnes are 
those established at Turin, Florence, Milan, and Bologna, and all do 
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largo and flourishing businesses with the native working classes, as 
the subjoined figures will substantially testify :— 


1. Turin . 

Tear. 

1886 

Ko.or 

Depoattor*. 

... 67,007 ... 

Amoont of 
InTeeinientii, 

38,000,622 francs 

AverAKO 

Share. 

... 566 francs 

2. Florence 

1886 

... 63,233 ... 

56,212,758 „ 

... 809 „ 

3. Milan . 

1886 

... 301,465 ... 

357,015,749 ., 

27,749,605 .. 

... y4‘2 „ 

4. Bologna 

1886 

... 73,881 ... 

... 376 „ 

Total, Italy 

, • 

695,586 .. 

478,978,634 „ 

... 804 „ 


In Spain the Thrift movement, though it has taken root in the 
national soil, grows somewhat tardily. Madrid is, of course, the 
place where an estimate of its progress may best be made, and such 
progress is, on the whole, not by any means to be despised, but 
rather augurs well for the future of that country. "Who would have 
said fifty years ago that Penny Savings Banks would flourish one day 
in Spain, and that the children of Madrid could save, in rsit iidoH aiul 
renlfH, nearly 30,000 (or francs) in a year ? And yet they 

did so last year; while their parents and eldc'r brothers and sistei-s, 
to the number of 37,800 persons, have gathered up in the Savings 
Bank of their capital no less than 15,700,100 francs—truly a worthy 
effort! 

Austria-TInngary has welcomed the Thrift movement to some 
purpose. What is called Ut Franiirc Union <fe Cuisse d 
■iiationalc de Pestk (Hont/rir) is an institution of some magnitude, 
liaving as many as 02,505 depositor who own 70,239,035 florins 
■(190,599,089 francs); while its neighbour, tin* fVr?Asv> d’Epurgne dr 
Jioheme, has actually 110,237 deposit accounts containing value to 
the amount of 100,319,435 florins (or 250,798,587 francs). 

If JJenmark and Sweden are at all behind in this important move¬ 
ment, they are- at least making a very good effort to show that 
they approve of it and have faith in its principles. . In the form<‘r 
country 71,943 persons have an interest in the. Savings Bank estab¬ 
lished at Copenhagen, and that to a very considerable sum, 60,722,401 
crowns being the amount of their holding on the 31st of March 1880. 
In the latter country, credited usually with the good name of provident, 
88,256 Swedes maintain the character of the nation by a saved sum of 
money representing 25,649,577 francs. 

In the Pays-Bas, 44,390 persons, depositing over 5,000,000 florins 
in the Savings Bank of Amsterdam, have to that extent signalized 
their approval of the system, which has only been, it must be said, 
comparatively recently extended to them. It appeal’s that they 
emjfliatically endorse the principles involved. Nor art* their com¬ 
patriots resident in Rotterdam a whit less anxious to do so, 43,373 
of whom hold 7,778,047 florins to their credit in the local Cai&sc 
d^JSpargne; while the Cairn d!£pargne postale holds in addition 
6,368,047 florins for 112,308 separate depositors, most of whom are 
independent of those attached to the other Savings Bank system. 



550 


The Westminster Review. 


In Germany the sysfem of Peoples’, or Thrift, Banks is as exten¬ 
sively adopted, and with as gratifying success, as in any other 
country on the Continent. Every town of any size or consequence 
throughout the great Katiierland enjoys its savings institution, where 
every week hundi’ed.s of industrious artisans and their wives resort 
with their spai-e earnings. The Post Office system has in Germany 
also, as in not a few olhi^r continental countries, been engrafted on 
the already existing system. With such an opportunity as is 
afforded by tlie two systems, the working-classes of Germany 
cannot complain of any lack of inducement to maintain that 
chai-acter for fnigality and thrift which has been theira for many 
generations. It is computed that the capital invested in these banks 
throughout Germany by tlui distinctively wage-eaniing classes of the 
people amounts to over 3,000,000,000 marks. Returns from the 
Savings Banks established at two representative cities, such as Ham¬ 
burg and Frankfort.-on-the-Maine, give the amounts respectively 
deposited there at over 23,000,000 marks for the former, and 
28,000,000 marks for the latttu'. 

Surely, therefore, nothing could augur more hopefully than this for 
Ihe future prosperity and ha])piness of vast numbei*sof the industrial 
classes of these Coni inental countries. Of course, the countless numbers 
who are indifferent to any such prudentijirefforfs as are being put 
forth from year to year ])y those to whom tho great Thrift move¬ 
ments have been brought near, naturally det(‘r the thoughtful from 
taking too hopeful a fon^cast of the idtimat(^ benefit to be accomplished 
by its tn<*ans. But it must not be forgotten that th(* age of Savings, 
*ir Peoples', Banks is only contemporaiy with the experience of many 
])ei*sons still comparatively young. If, therefore, the movement has 
accomplished so much as above described for the general well-being- 
lx>th at home and abroad within the space of half a century, what- 
i“esidts may it not yel achieve in the years to comi' ? 



LORD STRATFORD DE REDCLIFFB.' 


Amono tlio diplomatists of the nineteenth century there are few more^ 
rimiarkable figures than that of the subject of the present notice, the 
great Ambassador, who may b(.? said to have not merely carried out„ 
but directed, the Kastem ijolicy of England, at some of the most 
critical periods of JiluroiJean history. His biography was certainly 
well worth writing for this reason alone, and it gains an additional 
interest when wi‘ remember the extraordinary age which he reached. 
Though statesmen as a rule are a tolerably long-lived race, yet there 
are few of them who have reached, as Lord Stratford did, the age of 
ninety-three. 

lie was bom in the midst of the famous trial of Warren Hastings 
the fall of the llastille occurred when ho was more than two yews 
old; he might have had some faint reraembranco of the commence¬ 
ment of the Revolutionaiy War, which took place in his sixth year. 
Ho had passed fiom boyhood into youth when the battle of Tra¬ 
falgar was fought, and the Congress of Vienna was by no means- 
the first stage of a diplomatic career, of which the best know’n part 
was ill connection with the events which preceded the Crimcjan War, 
forty years later. He survived to take part in the discussions attend¬ 
ing the revival of the Eastern Question under Lord Beaconsfield’s- 
Coveniment, and his dc'ath did not take place till the year in which 
that Covemment ft‘11 from power. 

The Life of such a man could scarcely fail to be interesting, and 
Lord Stratford has by no means been unfortunate in his biographer. 
Mr. Stanley Lane-Poole is already well known as an authority on 
Eastern subjects, and his latest work will certainly not diminish his. 
reputation. 

As he remarks in his preface, there is seldom any lack of materials 
for the biography of an ambassador, and in the present case, for the 
whole early career of Lord Stratford wo enjoy the advantage of 
possessing a detailed narrative from his own hand, extending down to 
the close of tlie Greek Revolution, after which it becomes fragmentary. 
Besides this, of course, there are countless letters and despatches 

* 'Ihe Life 0 /the Jtfttht Hon. i^atford Canning, Mscomt Stratfardde Iied(^ffe K.O,, 
from his Memoirs, l^ivate and Official Papers. By Stanley Lane-Poole. 2 vole,. 
Longmans & Co. 
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during the period of the Ambassador’s residence at Constantinople ; 
so that the diflSculty is to decide among such abundance wliat is most 
worthy of selection—a task which Mr. Lane-Poole has performed 
with much skill. 

Stratford Canning (to give Lord Stratford his original name, and 
the one which he bore during the greater part of his career) came 
of a distinguished faimily. He was a cousin of the great man who 
will always rank as one of the most illustrious statesmen in English 
history—certainly the finest character ever associated with the Tory 
party. His father, the younger brother of George Canning’s father, was, 
curiously enough, like the latter, disinherited for marrying contrary 
to his father’s wishes. Originally of Irish extraction, he settled in 
London, where the future Ambassador was bom, on November 5, 178G. 
Six months after Stratford’s birth, his mother was left a widow, with 
an infant and four elder children to care for. She must, as Mr. 
Lane-Poole remarks, have been a remarkable woman ; and her son 
always speaks of her with the deepest reverence and affection, and 
expresses the warmest sense of the gratitude due to her for tlu? 
manner in which she fulfilled the dnth's which fell to her lot. 

Of his childhood Lord Stratford has recorded some interesting 
reminiscences. At the age of six, he was sent to a school in 
Hackney kept by a Mr. Newcome, who is described as “ a somewhat 
priggish potentate.’’ Among the recollections of his school days, ho 
mentions the announcement of Lord How^e’s great victory in Juno 
179'1>, and the even more g-atifying corollary of a holiday in con¬ 
sequence. From Hackney lie passed to Eton, where he remained for 
t(!n years. He mentions that, on one occasion, he was noticed by 
the King, George III., who was in the habit of observing the Eton 
boys from the terrace of "Windsor Castle. He asked Stratford what 
part of the school he was in, and, on his replying that he was in 
the sixth form, his Majesty remarki'd, “ A much greater man than I 
can ever make you.” In his school days, the future diplomatist 
sometimes had the fortune to be permitted to attend a debate in 
the House of Commons, and he has related how he listened with 
“ awed attention ” to a speech of-William Pitt. 

At the age of nineteen he left Eton, and proceeded to King s 
College, Cambridge. His University career was but a short one; for, 
before he had attained his majority, he had ah’eady entered upon the 
field of public life, whose i3aths he was destined so long to tread. 
He owed his first appointment to his cousin George Canning, who, 
when he became Foreign Secretary, in 1807, gave his relative the post 
of precis-writer in the Foreign Office. 

He was next employed as one of the secretaries of the mission sent 
to Denmark after the bombardment of Copenhagen in 1807 to en¬ 
deavour to restote friendly relations between England and the Danish 
Government. ‘ Nothing, however, was effected. The Danes were 
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naturally exasperated, and refused all overtures; and after two months 
the mission returned home without result. 

The voyage back to England appears to have been attended with 
much discomfort. To quote from the secretary’s diary: “ The ac¬ 
commodations on board were so wretched that every attempt to eat 
or sleep was equally a trial of tem])pr. The biscuits crawled, the 
water was almost the colour of mahogany, and I have a vivid re¬ 
collection of a leg of mutton not larger than a turkey’s drumstick.” 

Soon after his return from Denmark the young diplomatist entered 
upon the long period of liis connection with the East, which extended, 
with intervals, over more than half a century. In X808 he was ap¬ 
pointed secretary to Mr. Adair, British plenipotentiary to Constan¬ 
tinople. 

The story of the first part, of Stratford Canning’s Turkish career 
presents no particular features of interest. We get merely the im¬ 
pression of a constant and wearisome struggle between French and 
English influence in the councils of the Porte, of fl’urkish procrasti¬ 
nation overcome eventually by British tenacity. A rather amusing 
incident is recorded illustrating this conflict. A demand had been 
made by Mr. Adair which the Turkish Ministers wished to evade, 
and we are told that 

“ Prince Constantino Morouzi, the Porte’s chief interpreter, had been 
.sent in form to wait on the Ainba,ssador, with pre.ssing entreaties that ho 
would take into account the einbarrassinonts of the case, and with friendly 
forlK-'iiranco cease to ui’go his claim, llis Excellency was obdurate, and, in 
despiiii*, as a last rcsoui'ce, the dragoman threw himself on his knees, and 
vowed that he would not rise till his X)etition was gi’aiited. Mr. Adair was 
not to be done by this nianceuvra. He took forthwith to the same attitude 
in front of his kneeling suppliant, and declared his rasolution not to rise 
l>efore the Piince liad himself rasumed the perpendicular. It Wiis a regidar 
fix, and afforded much amusement to disinterested paities who had the 
good fortune to witness it fi-om an oppo.site window.” 

In 1810 Mr. Adtiirwas compelled by ill-health to resign his post, 
and the vacant Ambassadorship was filled by his secretary. The 
oflice was only held by him, in this his first tenure of it, for 
two years, but in this period he achieved his first great diplomatic 
success, and did a great service to his country, and to the cause of 
European liberty against the aggressions of Napoleon, by negotiating 
the Treaty of Bucharest between Bussia and Turkey, which bound 
both to the interests of England, virtually allied both Powers with 
her against France, and completely “ check-mated,” as Mr. Lane-Poole 
expresses it, Bonaparte’s Eastern policy. 

Notwithstanding the ardour with which the Ambassador had 
throvrn himself into the duties of his mission, he had always felt, he 
tells us, like an exile, and longed to return to his native land; and, 
shortly after the conclusion of the Treaty, he succeeded in obtaining 
his recall home, whei*e he enjoyed two years of well-earned rest. 
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He took a keen interest in English politics, and soon after his 
return he was present at the election of his cousin for Liverpool, 
of which he has left a short but graphic account, which is worth 
•quoting:— 

“ We found the town in an uproar. Party ran high, bitter speeche.s'' " 
were exchanged on the hustings, and mobs were violent in the streets, 
Windows were br(»ken, candidate pelted, and for more effective missiles 
resort wsus Jiad without ceremony to the pav'ement and the area i-ails. 
Fortune declared finally in favoiu' of Mr. Canning, who was cheered, 
•choirod, and feasted to the top of his bent. I cannot venture to say how 
many dinners wore given to him and his friends by the Toiy capitalists of ', ■ 
Liverpool. 1 know that they were enough, with the help of turtle andL, 
punch, to inipenl health foi’ moi-e than any riotous assaults in the \ 
sti-eet.” , '■ 

Stratford Canning was desirous of entering the Parliamentary 
arena where his cousin was winning such laurels, but fate seemed 
to have ruled that be W'as always to be a diplomatist, and in ISM 
we find him in harness again as Envoy-Extraordinary to Switzerland, 
llis first impressions of the country are most enthusiastic. He writes 
to a friend:— 

“ You are and must he an owl till you sot foot in this land of liberty 
and cocked bats. The finest mountains, the gi’eenest lulls, the xichest. 
plains, the neatest house's, the best inns, tho most limjiid streams, and, 
for auglit 1 know, the mast dulightful fair ones ever yet bel»eld in this 
transitory sphere! Elysium and Maliomet’a seventh licaven are mere jokes 
to this eartJily a htici})iition of Fariulise! ” 

His business, however, was not merely to enjoy himself, but to assist 
in a most important and delicate task, the settlement on a new basis 
of tJio 8wiss Federal Constitution after the confusion of the revolu¬ 
tionary wars, and to help in drawing up a scheme of reunion, to be 
submitted to the Congress of Vienxia, which was then entering upon 
the labour of rearranging the map of Europe after tho first downfall 
of Napoleon. The evideixt interest which the envoy felt in the work 
of drawing up a constitution for a free people is most honourable to 
him, and, one cannot help feeling, was much more congenial to his 
nature than a struggle for influence in the councils of an Eastern 
■despotism. 

From Switzerland he was soon summoned to Vienna, to take part 
in the committee of tho Congress on Swiss affair.?, though he was 
not one of the regular members of the Congress. He gives a lively 
description of tho great influx of strangers into the Austrian capital, 
which rendered it difficult to find a lodging. “ The bustle of this 
place is quite dreadful,” he xvrites to his mother, ‘^and I have the 
misfortune to have the most dismal, noisy, and dirty lodging ever seen, 
and must think myself highly fortunate to procure even this.” 

Of the proceedings of the Congress in general he gives tho 

followingsummittjf : ‘‘England mediates! Ihinceprotects old rights 
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and virtuous principles; Bussia dictates sentimentality, and aggran¬ 
dizes herself for the general welfare; Austria and Prussia squabble, 
mutually deceiving and deceived; the others claim and protest, some 
one, some both. All agree in dancing and wearing fine coats, and 
all wonder why the Congress lasts so long.” 

The well-known scene of the interruption of the proceedings of 
the Congress by the news of Napoleon’s escape from Elba is told in 
a few brief but graphic sentences:— 

“ The lay-conclave at Vienna was suddenly roused by a lattling peal of 

• thunder.The pen gave way to the sword, the ink-bottle to the maga- 

>ine. All eyes settled upon the Duke of 'Wellington, and, to judge by tlie 
flash of his eyes, when I sjiw him coming downstairs after his tirst war con- 
feronco with the sovereigns, ho felt within himself that confidence which 
he had so justly and generally imparted to others. One might now imagine 
that he had already in vision anticipated the apotheosis of Waterloo.” 

After the dispersion of the Congress, Canning resumed his duties 
in Switzerland, where lie remained as Minister for four years longer. 
During this time he continued to take a keen interest in the reor¬ 
ganization of the Confederation, and the Swiss statesmen acknoAv- 
ledged the benefits they had derived from his advice in many matters, 
particularly in connection with the remodelling of the Federal army. 

In 1819 ho returned to England, but again his destiny denied him 
a long sojourn in his native country, and in the next year he went 
out as Minister to the United States. A voyage to America then 
was a very different affair from what it is in our own day. It rarely 
took loss than six weeks, and might last for two months or more. Tlio 
cost, too, Avas immensely gn'ater than now. We are told that Cannings 
return voyage, when he travelled nearly alone, cost him £300; and 
when ho fii’st went out, with “ tAVO secretaries and eleven servants, and 
seventy tons weight of luggage,” tho expense must have been much 
greater. “ It took four days, in an epoch when the steam-crano w'as 
unknown, to pnt all the baggage on board.” 

The Ambassador’s observations on the condition of the American 
commonwealth, then still almost in its early youth, are very interest¬ 
ing, and, though coloured somewhat by the prejudices which it was 
natural for an Old World diplomatist to entertain when transplanted 
into a world of so little ceremony and of such free and easy manners, 
are not, on the whole, unfair. 

He has recorded some amusing incidents of his stay in Washington. 
On one occasion, at an entertainment given by the President, 

“ A young lady gave him a flower, and he accepted it, and thought it a 
very pretty proceeding. To his dismay one of his Mends informed him 
that this was the recognized form of betrothal in 'Wasliingtoii. His Excel¬ 
lency, in a terrible state of consternation, rushed to his room and addressed 
a despatch to the ^rl, disclapning any pariiculaix sigmfi caiw ft 
attached to the simple operation of placing a flower given by her fair hands 




The Westminster Review. 


555 

in his button-hole, ainl requesting her to I’eply in similar terms. A regular 
convention was signed, mid Canning got out of the sciupe, like a good diplo 
matist, without cession or indemnity.” 

His work in America was to maintain peace between the States and -,' 
hlngland, which was by no means as easy a matter then as it appears^.' 
to ns now. It was only six years since the nations had been at war, 
and “ it needed very little to fan the kindling spark into a flame again.” 
There were many causes of dispute, wdiich are not of much interest 
now, only it may be mentioned that the interminable Fisheries Ques¬ 
tion was one of them. Canning’s mission was, on the whole, success¬ 
ful, and when he returned to England in 1823 he had the satisfaction 
of proving that the relations betvreen “ mother and daughter,” as 
he styles them, were on a better footing than when he went out. 

Soon after his return he entered upon that portion of his career 
which, with the exception of the period of the Crimean War, was 
the most important episode in his life, and which embraced W'hat was 
lirobably the one among his achievements for which he will be most 
admired by posterity—his share in the liberation of Greece. In 
this task he was the coadjutor of his cousin, George Canning, 
who was now again at the Foi’oign Office, and had already begun to 
exercise the liberalizing influence on England’s foreign policy which 
constitutes one of his chief titles to our regard. 

Stratford, like George, and like all Englishmen who had a spark 
of generous feeling, looked with sympathy on the heroic exertions 
the Greeks were making to deliver themselves from Turkish tyranny. 
On receiving the first intelligence of the Greek revolution, he writes, 
from America, using a phrase made famous by its employment in our 
own day by ]Mr. Gladstone: “ I wn’sh with all my soul that the 
Greeks were put in possession of their whole patrimony, and that the 
Sultan were driven Ijag and bag^go into the heart of Asia.” 

However, it was not the intention of the Foreign Minister that 
England should commit herself to active participation in the struggle. 
He thought that the question might be settled peacefully by the 
concert of the European Powers, and he desired to prevent the 
isolated action of any one of them. He believed that if the five great 
Powers could be brought to agree on a scheme of pacification, securing 
the internal independence of Greece, while retaining the nominal 
sovereignty of the Porte, the Turks might be induced to give way. 

But there were great difficulties in bringing about this European 
concert, especially in gaining the consent of the two States most 
directly concerned in the Eastern Question—Austria and Bussia. 
The former, as represented by her Chancellor, Mettemich, the em¬ 
bodiment of determined enmity to Liberal ideas, looked with hostility 
on revolution in Greece as everywhere else, and desired either entire 
non-intervention' or intervention to put down the revolution. The 
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Russian Emperor, Alexander L, was distracted by conflicting prin¬ 
ciples. On the ono hand, he, like Mettemich, was the enemy of 
-evolution generally; on the other hand, the traditional national and 
i*^ligiou 8 animosity between Russia and Turkey urged him to a policy 
■ bf war in behalf alike of the Greek cause and of the aggrandisement 
of his own Empire. 

Matters being in this condition, Stratford Oajining was despatched 
. in 1824 on a mission to Vienna and St. Petersburg, to endeavour to 
bring Austria and Russia into line with English policy on the Greek 
Question. At the former place he met with littlo success : Metter- 
nich was not to be drawn from his jwsition, and at first was even rude 
to the British Minister. “The same sofa held us both, and I had not 
been long seated when he said to me, rather curtly, ‘ You have a bug on 
your sleeve.’ Whether he meant to try me, or to ]n*ovide for his own 
security, I know not, but the remark was not pleasing, and I coiild 
only defend myself at the exiK“nso of the hotel.” The Austrian 
Chancellor was more civil afterwards, but still held to his own views, 
and Canning proceeded on his mission to Russia. The journey vras 
made in mid-winter, and there wsis an upset in the snow by the way. 
“ Our postilion first struck out ono of our lights by running against 
Scylla, in the shape of a waggon, and then, to avoid a repetition of that 
disaster, turned us gently over into a Chaiybdis about as deep as 
Clewer ditch, wdiich skirted the road.” There were some other 
delays, but, in spite of all mishaps, the parly reached St. Petersburg 
in safetj'. 

Hero the Ambassjwlor found the aspect of aftairs rather more 
favourable, than at Vienna, and in the space of his two months’ stay 
considerable progress was made tow'ards a friendly understanding 
between England and the Czar Alexander. lie left a very favourable 
impression in Russian society, and took his departure homewards 
amid many demonstrations of friendliness. 

After a short stay in England, and a last interview with his 
cousin, whom he was never to see again, Stratford Canning pro¬ 
ceeded on his second mission to Constantinople. His task then^ 
seemed well-nigh hopeless. He had, if possible, to induce the 
Turks to consent to the virtual, if not nominal, severance of Greece 
from their rule, and this at a time when the war was going on in 
their favour, owing to the powerful as.sistance of the Porte’s Egyptian 
vassal. He soon saw that to achieve this, and without at least the 
menace of force, was utterly out of the question. The unanimous 
pressure of the European Powers might have prevailed, but there 
was no chance of this: the Austrian and Prussian Ministers were 
intriguing against England, and encouraging the Turks to resist her 
demands. Both the Cannings, unwilling as they had been to resort to 
force, now saw that, if the Greeks were to be saved from extermina- 
VoL. 130 .—No. s, 00 
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tion at the hands of the Egyptian hordes who were laving waste the 
lilorea, something more than mere mediation was necessary. 

Events rapidly moved in the direction of joint action by England 
aird Eussia. Alexander was dead, and his successor Nicholas was 
inclined for more vigorous measures. The alliance of the two Powers 
soon received a third member by the addition of France, and on July G, 
1827, the celebrated Treaty of London was signed, by which the 
1 hree countries agreed on united action to settle the Greek Question. 
'I’ho Treaty was followed by the despatch of the squadrons of the allied 
Slates to the Mediterranean, with instructions to prevent the landing 
of any more Egyptians in Greece. The destruction of the Turkish 
ileot at Navarino followed. When the news of the encounter reached 
(.bnstantinople, the Ambassadors were placed in a very critical posi¬ 
tion. “What could they do? To stay with their arms crossed, and 
to suppose that such a thunderstroke as that of Navarino could end in 
mere reverberation, would be simply ridiculous.’’ The battle had merely 
exasperated, without intimidating, the Turks, and the only means of 
hrin^ng the Porte to reason appeared to be the withdrawal of the three 
embassies. This was accordingly offocted amid rather exciting circum¬ 
stances, for the Porte refused to grant the Ambassadors passports, on 
the ground that they were acting without express orders from their 
Governments. They had accordingly to run the risk of being stopped, 
but no obstacles were encountered, and they quitted the Turkish 
capital in safety. 

Meanwhile a great calamity had befallen both England and the 
Gx’eek cause in the death of George (/unning. His successor, the 
Duke of Wellington, had never favoured intervention on behalf of 
Greece, and, though Eussia had now resolved to enforce the demands 
of the Allies by war, he could not bo induced to take any decisive 
action. -He rejected Stratford Canning’s advice to send a force into 
the Morea in conjunction with France to expel the Egyptians and 
deliver the victims of their atrocities, and the measure was ultimately 
carried out by the French alone. 

The alliance of the three Powers, though in fact broken by the 
conduct of the British Government, still continued nominally to- 
exist, and while the war between Eussia and Turkey was still being 
waged, a Conference of the Allies was held in the Greek island of' 
Poros to settle the frontier of liberated Greece. Canning was 
despatched as British representative to the Conference. On his way 
he visited many places in Greece, and saw fearful traces of Turidsh 
cruelty, which made him the more eager to bring the matter to a 
final settlement. He remarks: ‘‘Here is this poor country of 
Greece mai^led and pantii^ like a frog just torn from the jaws of 
a serpent, scarce enough life in its veins to make it capable of 
austahiing the presenmtion so xmraculoudv offered to it. And 
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further, therj is the serpent, scotched but not slain, resigning its 
prey with sullen reluctance, while it grapples with one assailant, 
and seeks to gain time from the others for scenting fresh means of 
resistance and oppression.” The proceedings at Poros were har¬ 
monious, the Ambassadors agreed upon a settlemimt of the frontier 
which appc'ared satisfactory, and the Articles were submitted to their 
respective (Jovernracnts for their approval} after which it was 
intended that the English and FroncJi representatives should proceed 
to Constantinople io endc*avour to gain the assent of the Porte and 
to pci’suade it to come to terms with Russia. The British Covern- 
ment, however, as represented by Lord Aberdeen, the Foreign 
Secretary, had resolved to confine Greece within the narrow limits 
of the .Morea and tin* adjacent islands. Accordingly Canning was 
instructed, while nominally pressing the Poros demands on the 
I’orle, to work n'ally in tlio opposite direction, and to accept any 
Turkish proposal as to tlie frontier which might bo advanced as a 
counter-echeinc. lb* refused to act what he considered a double 
part and to lend himself to cheating the Greeks out of their reason- 
abl(< expectations, and rc'signed his post. Sir R. Gordon, Lord 
Aberdeen’s brother, was a}ipointod in his stead. “ I thanked my 
God,” (’anning told a friend, '‘that the Government did not dare to 
ask me to do such work as th»*y had given that fellow Gordon.” 

An interval of nearly three years elapsed befoi'c he was again 
employed in the diplomatic world. In th(‘ inteiwal, Turkey had 
been forced to make peace with Russia, and to concede the inde¬ 
pendence of Greece, but the frontier still remained unsettled. The 
Wellington Ministry no longer held power; and their successors, 
the Government of Lox*d Grey, desiring to bring the matter to a 
final arrangement, wisely decided to employ the services of the most 
able and honest diplomatist whom England possessed. In 1831 
Canning was sent for the ihird time to Constantinople; and on this 
occasion he mot with' more rapid and complete success than he had 
ever been fortunate enough to achieve before. The consent of the 
Porte was obtained to a frontier for Greece substantially answering 
to that fixed at Poros; and the Ambassador returned home to enjoy 
his well-earned laurels. 

With the exception of a short mission to Spain, Canning had 
now ten yearn of rest from diplomacy, and during this period he 
was able to gratify his long-felt ambition of entering Parliament. 
From 1834 to 1842 he represented King’s Lynn as a follower of 
Sir Robert Peel, and as the colleague of Lord George Bentinck, after¬ 
wards the leader of the Protectionists against Peel’s Free Trade policy. 

It cannot be said that his Parliamentary career will add anything 
to his fame. The views which he expresses on British politics are 
not very enlightened; and especially is this the case with regard to 
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what then, as now, was a most pressing subject—the condition of 
Ireland. He could not realize the intolerable grievances of the Irish 
people, and only looked with horror on the somewhat violent 
agitation by which O’Connell sought to free his country. He says 
of the Irishman: “ No wonder ’gainst reason and order he pulls, 
With his head of potaty and mouth full of bulls.” 

He was merely disgusted when Lord Melbourne and the Whig 
leaders entered into an agreement with O’Connell, and actually 
ventured on the attempt to govern Ireland in accordance with the 
wishes of its people and with the goodwill of their leaders. He 
cmld see nothing but evil in what must be pronounced one of the 
bravest and wisest steps ever taktm by an English IMinister, which 
had the effect of rendering Ireland, during the six years of the 
ilelbomme ^linistry, tranquil and loyal to a degree unknown before 
or since, and which, if the Governnient had been stronger and had 
b:'en able to carry out their policy in legislation as well as in 
administration, might (if anything could) have reconciled the Irish 
to the Union. 

It is certainly a blemish on the fame of the great Ambassador 
that the only active part he ever took in English politics should 
liave been as a member of what must be pronounced about the most 
mischievous and narrow-minded Opposition wlrich this century lias 
witnessed, in spite of the eminent men it contained. That Opposition 
unfortunately frustrated the fairest op])ortunity there ever was since 
the Union of reuniting the two sister islands to each other. It is a 
pleasure to turn from this unfortunate episode in Canning's career 
to his re-entiy into his proper sphere of work, in which none could 
rival him, for we have now come to the epoch at which his greatest 
fame was .acquired, his foui'th mission to Constantinople, which 
lasted, with intervals, from 1842 to 1858, 

Every one has heard of the “ Great Elchi,” whose power was felt, 
.as his biographer puts it, “ from end to end of the Turkish 
dominions,” and every one has felt proud that his country bad such 
a voice to speak for her. 

Perhaps, however, his real title to admiration has hardly been suffi¬ 
ciently appreciated. He has been looked upon simply as the repre¬ 
sentative of the policy of supporting Turkey against Russia, and 
his name was even most unfairly quoted as an authority on the side 
of those who contended that in the interests of England the Ottoman 
Empire must be bolstered up, however atrocious its misgovemment 
might be. No idea could be farther from Canning’s thoughts. 
His desire was to save the Turks from themselves, to rescue their 
Empire by making it a civilized and well-governed European State. 
This was the task to which he devoted all his energies for so 
many years. It must, however, be said that the impression pro- 
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(liiced by tlie recoi*d of this long imd ardaous struggle goes far to 
sti*engtlien the views of those who maintain that for a Mahometan 
power to be a really good ruler of European and Christian subjects 
is an utter impossibility. No one surely could bring to the work 
of Turkish reform more single-mindedness of purpose, more ability, 
and more resolute strength of will than Stratford Canning, and yet. 
ho himself would have admitted that his efforts ended in little elst^ 
than failure. Good laws enough were made in answer to his demands, 
but they were mere waste paper as regards their practical execution. 
All his utmost exertions could achieve was to make the Ottoman 
Government put on an outward show of decency for a time. It is 
not likely that any such gross outrages as the Bulgarian massacre.s 
of 1870 could have been committed while Canning was at Constan¬ 
tinople, but there is abundant evidence in his Life of the oppression 
and misgovemment practised in out-of-the-way comers of Turkey, 
which all his endeavours could not effectually check in many cases. 
And when once his pressure was removed, whatever improvement 
had been brought about soon disappeared, and matters became worse 
than ever. None the loss, however, does the Ambassador deserv*' 
the highest praise for having so nobly and manfully devoted himself 
to such a work as he set before him; meagre though the results may 
have been, but certainly not through any fault of his. The first 
great concession which he succeeded in extorting from the Poite 
was the i*epeal of the law ordering the death of all apostates from 
Islam. The Turkish Ministers were obstinate, and pleaded an express 
precept of the Koran. Canning, however, turned up the passage, 
and proved that it did not bt*ar the meaning they put upon it. 
Still they hesitated, but the Ambassador was determined, and the 
law was repealed. For a time it seemed as if his hopes might bo 
realized. He had a great personal influence over the Sultan Abdul 
Mejid. The reactionary Ministers were dismissed, and power passed 
into the hands of Reshid Pasha, who seems really, as much as any 
Turk could, to have desired reform. Canning always spoke of him 
as the most enlightened statesman he ever met with in Constanti¬ 
nople, but unfortunately there were hardly any others of his stamp. 
In 1846 the Ambassador left Turkey for the space of two years, in 
which he was again employed on a mission to his old friends the 
Swiss. He assisted in the pacification of the Republic after the Civil 
War of 1847, and in the restoration of the Federal Constitution on 
a firmer basis. In 1848, the year of revolutions, ho returned to his 
Turkish post, making his journey overland through the disturbed 
countries of Germany and Austria, and reporting to the Foreign 
Office on the affairs of each by the way. 

Of the state of the Prussian capital he writes as follows: “ Society 
is shaken to its foundation. No balls, no parties, no dinners, 



The IVcstminster Review. 


562 

tlieatres clc.sortccl, au'.l cor.MM-sation carried on. in sighs and whispers.’* 
After a brief stay at Vienna and Athens, (’aiming arrived at 
(’onstantinoplo once* more, and devoted his energies again to the 
work of Turkish reform. Ho soon had a task on hand which 
required all his resolution and firmness of purjiose to deal with. In 
1849, after the siip])rcssion of the Hungarian national movement, 
most of its leadens Jiad taken refuge in tiie Turkish dominions, and 
a demand was at once made by the Austrian and Russian Govern¬ 
ments for their suiTonder. I’lie admirers of tin* Turks have been 
in the habit of c.xlfilling their coniage and Immanity in rejecting 
this request, but in fact nearly all the credit should be. given to the 
English Andjassador. 

'Phere is no reason to believe that anv of the Turkish Jlinisters, 
except ])erhaps Roshid, would have felt any particular scruph^ in 
delivering up political refugees to a fide they tliemsolvt*s would cer¬ 
tainly havc^ iiillicted on insnrgent.s in their own dominions, and it was 
nothing but the prompt actitm of C’iiuning that saved the fugitives. 
Ho insisted on the I*orte refusing the Ausl rian demands, and pro¬ 
mised the full support of his Government. The English Ministry 
fully approved of their reprc'sentative’s conduct, and ordered the 
Hritish fleet to ]>roceed to the Dardanelles if necessary. The Imiu'rial 
Rowers saw that they would have to face a war with England if they 
persisted, and accordingly ceased from pressing for the c'.vtradition of 
the. Hungarians. 

This exciting epi.sode was followed by three years of tranquillity, as 
far as concerned flie external relations of Q’urkey, during which 
(banning once more .strove to compel the. Porte to reform its adminis- 
t ration. As usual, liowev(jr, he was put off witdi fine* promises and little 
else. Weary of the fruitless endeavour, he w'as obliged to admit that 
“ the great game of improvement is altogether up for tin* present, 
and, though I shall do my best to promote the adoption of separate 
measures, it is impossible for me to conceal that the main object of 
my stay here is all but gone.” Sick at heart at the failure of his 
heroic efforts, he left Constantinople, in June 1852, as he hoped not 
to return, but fate had willed otlierwise. Before his departure lie 
had been raised to the peerage by Lord Derby’s Government, with the 
title of Viscount Stratford de Redcliffe. 

But now the clouds vrere again gathering in the East. Tlie Franco- 
Russian dispute on the subject of the Holy Places had begun, and, 
in view of the possible contingencies to which it might lead, it 
was of importance that England should be well represented at 
Constantinople, and there could be no doubt who w'as the man for the 
post. 

So now really for the last time Hol’d Stratford turned his face east¬ 
wards. His journey, as on the previous occasion, was made overland. 
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^nQ many mishaps befell him on the way. On the journey to Vienna, 
made now by the recently opened railway, there were sev( ral vexa¬ 
tious delays. “ ll must be allowed,” writes the Ambassador, “ that 
there are serious drawbacks to the advantage of railway travelling. 
The hurry, the noise, the jostling, the confusion of tongues and 
])erson3, the dirty accommodation, the bad food, the ignorance of what 
om? passes through, have all to find their compensation in the single 
-advantage of speed.” After ihe railroad was quitted, th(^ roads were 
found blocked with snow in many places, but at last the haven of 
M’rit'stc was reached, from which the party proceeded by sea to Con¬ 
stantinople. 

We have now come to Lord Stratford's conduct of the negotiations 
l)rcceding the Crimean War, which his biographer regards as “the 
corner-stone of his career.” It was undoubtedly the i)eriod of his 
life which won him liis principal fame in the eyes of the gene¬ 
rality of his countiymen, but it may turn out also to be the 
one about which opinions in the present day will most differ. 
M’hose who have followed with the greatest admiration the share 
taken by Jjord Stratford in the liberation of Greece, and his subse¬ 
quent ettbrts to reform thi^ administration of Turkey, may bo inclined 
to think that In' made a mistake in lending himself to the support of 
a Power wliicli Jiad ])roved so obstinately deaf to all his instructions 
ami warnings. Tiny will contend that the Turks had well deservi'd 
to bo left to their late; that the dissolution of tlieir empire would 
have bei‘n a great blessing to the majority of its inhabitants; and 
that the wisest course would have been to (uiter into an anangement 
with Jiussia, by wliicli Lnglisb interests could have been effectually 
safe-guai'ded. 

It is certain, and is not denied ])y supporters of the policy of the 
Crimean War, that the Emperor Nicholas was willing to enter into 
such an agreement, and that he did not desire to quarrel W’ith 
Eugland. It is probable that those who look back on these events 
from a distance of thirty years will be of opinion that this would 
have been the best policy for England ; but, at the same time, the 
men of those days may claim some excuse for looking at matters 
rather difierently. There w't*ro ct'rtainly many grounds for distrust¬ 
ing the policy of llussia; and, though there was already good 
reason for believing that the Turks could never bo brought to 
a real reform of their government, yet the case against tiem was 
not quite so hideously clear as it was after the massacres of 
187C. 

It is apparent, too, from Mr. Poole’s narrative, that it is a mistake 
to make—as has often been done, whether for praise or blame—Lord 
43tratford the chief author of the Crimean War. On the contrary, 
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it seems that he was desirous of preserving the peace as long as it 
could be done, consistently with his views of the necessity of pre¬ 
venting the dissolution of tlie Turkish Empire. 

The question of the Holy Places was soon settled; but presently 
there emerged a much more formidable matter—the Russian claim 
to a protectorate over tlie members of the Greek Church in Turkey. 
This was the main, point at issue through all the complicated and 
rather tedious negotiations which occupied the greater part of 1853 ; 
and on the judgment we form as to the justice of this demand wall 
depend our opinion of the Crimean War. 

Mr. Poole strongly maintains, in agreement with the almost 
universal sentiment of Englishmen at the time, that the Russian 
proposal was altogether unreasonable, and that Lord Stratford was 
therefore right in advising the Turks to reject it. Of course, if it 
be supposed that the Ottoman Empire was to be considered as one 
of the Powera of Europe, entitled to the rights of a civilized nation, 
the conduct of the Emperor Nicholas and his ambassador Menshikov 
was quite as outrageous as public opinion in England thought 
it to be. But this is exactly what Russia would have denied, 
and not without reason. She would have contended that the 
dominion of the Turks over their Christian subjects, who, it must 
be remembered, comstituted the great majority of the. inhabitants of 
European Turkey, was nothing more than an organized system of 
oppression, which she could not allow her co-religionists to remain 
under. 

That there was but too much truth in this, Lord Stratford had 
the best reason to know. We have seen that he had strained all 
the arts ot friendly presssure to make the government of Turkey 
worthy of the names of civilized and European, and that ho had 
himself admitted that the fruit of his exertions had been little 
else than disappointment. It must, then, seem rather strange 
that he should not have considered that the Russian Emperor 
might possibly have reason on his side, if he was even some¬ 
what overbearing and peremptoiy, in his claims on behalf of 
the victims of Turkish oppression, who must, as being of the 
same religion, and many of them of the same race as him¬ 
self, be objects of greater interest to him than they could be to 
an Englishman. It cannot certainly cause any surprise that Russia 
refused to accept as any satisfaction of her demands, proclamations 
by the Porte, issued at Lord Stratford’s advice, promising the most 
admirable treatment of its Christian subjects; and it must be pro¬ 
nounced unreasonable of the English Ambassador to expect that the 
matter could be settled by promises which his past experience ought to 
have taught him were certain to be nothing but waste-paper. The 
refusal of the Russian demands led to the occupation of the 
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Danubiaii Principalities in the summer of 1853. War was not 
yet, however, declared between Uussia and Turkey, and many 
efforts were made to preserve peace. Lord Stratford, no doubt, 
did the best he could to avert hostilities, in the position which he 
had taken up of regarding the Russian claim for a protectorate 
as inadmissible, but it can be no matter of wonder that he was un¬ 
successful. 

Mr. Poole’s narrative is coloured by a veiy decidedly anti-Russian 
bias, but even from it evidence may be gained that Russia was by no 
means as entirely in the wrong, even on technical diplomatic grounds, 
as ho would have us believe. When the representatives of the Powers 
at Vienna, in August 1853, had agreed on a plan of pacification known 
Jis the Vienna Note, the Russian Emperor accepted it, believing it 
afibrded effective security for the projection of the Christians; but the 
Turks refused to agree to it without modifications which destroyed its 
force. It was this which led to the first outbreak of hostilities. Again, 
in November, we find tho Turkish Ministers rejecting a settlement 
urged on them by Lord Stratford himself, who certainly was actuated 
by only too friendly motives towards them. It was not till tho 
close of the year that ho succeeded in winning their consent to an 
amended scheme, which Russia cannot be blamed for rejecting, as it 
really provided no security for the Christians beyond more Turkish 
])romises. 

In the face of these facts, Mr. Poole’s contention, that the Turks 
had put themselves entirely in the right, can hardly bo admitted, 
’fhough, however, we may think that the policy carried out by Ijord 
Stratford was a mistaken one, we cannot refuse our admiration for 
the energy he displayed in a difficult task, and for his manifest desire 
to keep the peace if it could be done withov^t admitting the Russian 
protectorate, which he no doubt honestly believed to be an intolerable 
evil. We get several pictures of his almost ceaseless labours during 
the crisis. On Christmas Eve he writes: “lam scribbling all alone 
in my dressing-gown, in a room full of smoke. I dined alone in 
the little room—scribble, scribble, scribble, before and after.” “ I am 
well, but growing to my chair,” he tells his wife at the close of the 
year. 

Into the details of the Crimean War it is not necessary to enter, 
as the Ambassador’s part naturally became somewhat secondary when 
the pen had given place to the sword. It shows, however, the ex¬ 
traordinary reputation wliich Lord Stratford had gained, and the 
almost extravagant opinion generally entertained of his capacity to 
do anything, that he was expected, in addition to his diplomatic 
duties, to superintend the military operations. He certainly did a 
great deal more than could have been reasonably demanded of him 
in matters which lay without the sphere of his regular duties, but it 
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was impossible to satisfy I'very ono, and be met witli mosl unfair blame 
in some quarters for ev iuytbing that went wix)ng during the campaign. 
Mr. Poole shows how unfounded was th<i charge, alleged by persons 
w'ho ought to have known better, that the fall of Kars was owing to 
the Ambassador’s nt'gligence in seeing that relief was sent to the 
garrison. 

Witli the Treaty of Paris, in 185G, Lord Stratford's active labours 
came almost to an end, though he remained at his post two years 
longer. He rejoiced at the surrender by Russia of her claim to a 
protectoi’ati' of the Christians of y’urkey; but at the same time he 
did not wish them to bo left with nothing but ^I’urkish promises of 
ndbnn to trust to. He regretted that most unfortunate Article of 
the Treaty, by w'hich the Powers disclaimed any right of interferenc(i 
in the atfairs of the Ottoman Kmpire, His idea ivas that, by pressure 
from without comstantly applied, there was still a prospect of com¬ 
pelling the Turks to rtTorm. Ono would think that liis experience 
might have shown him how little prospect there was of attaining this 
end; but at least ho was not so foolish as to think thatmei’o Turkisli 
professions were of any value ivhen the right of enforcing their ful¬ 
filment was disclaimed. 

He finally quitted the scene of his activity in 1858, being already 
what w’ould be considered an old man, though ho had still twenly- 
two years of life before him. The story of these years is cut 
very short by Mr. Poole, perhaps too short. IVe might have 
liked to hear something more of Lord Stratfoi'd’s views on the 
renewal of the Eastern Question in 1876-78, as we know from his 
writings at tho time that he had not ceased to take an interest in it. 
We gather, however, that ho had no sympathy with tho extreme 
Turcophile views which were then so loudly expressed in certain 
•quarters, and that his inclinations were in favour of the policy of 
creating a belt of autonomous Christian States between Turkey and 
Russia. • “ He would have welcomed,” says his biographer, “ the 
formation of a Christian Empire in place of Turkey, if he could have 
discovered any Christians fit to rule it.” There can be no doubt that 
if he had lived a few years longer he would have cordially recognized 
tho great progress made by tho emancipated Bulgarians in the work 
of self-government. 

Lord Statford de Redcliflfe ivas a nobleman in the best sense 
of that term: his stainless honour was never impeached; no 
one could ever bring against him the charge, to which diplo¬ 
matists are generally supposed most liable, of being insincere in 
his professions, or of uttering words in a double sense. K he had 
a fault it was that of too great haughtiness and loftiness of manner. 
'Phis was indeed a quality necessary in dealing with Turks, but it 
sometimes appears to have shown itself in his relations with his 
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own countrymen, especially with his official suhorilinates, whoso 
feelings towards him were rather those of awe than of affection. 
Taking him all in all, however, he is certainly entitled to rank 
among the really great Englishmen of the nineteenth century, and 
the sketch of his life may fitly conclude with the words of Dean 
Stanley’s sermon after his death: “ No one could enter into his 
presence without feeling that they had seen a king of men.” 



THE DOINffS OF THE METEOPOLITAN 
BOARD OF WORKS.' 


'riiE issue of a Royal Comraission with statutory powers “ to inquire 
into ami n*port upon the working of the Metropolitan Board of Works, 
and the iiTegularities alleged to have been connected therewith,” can 
certainly be counted amongst the most important events of the year 
1888, seeing that it is likely to be far-reaching both in its influence 
and results. 'Without waiting for the Report of the Commission, we 
are in a j>osition to aflirni that the inquiry lias exposed tho inherent 
weakness of an indirectly elected authority, and tho corruption of 
several of the members and officers of tho Board. Beyond this, it 
has had the beneficial effect of awakening the hitherto somnolent 
ratepayers to a greater sense of their I’esponsibility, leading them to 
demand tho extinction of tho Board. This demand even a Conser¬ 
vative Government could not resist, and at last London is to have a 
directly elected Municipal Council, w^hich will, in April 1889, com¬ 
mence the great work that lies before it of securing to this vast 
im'tropolis tho advantages of good government. 

The Metropolitan Board of Works was constituted in 1855 by tho 
Act 18 & 19 Vic. cap. 120, and, but for tho fatal mistake which 
made it representative of tho vestries instead of the ratepayers, its- 
thirty-three years of public service, instead of placing it upon its 
trial, would have made it the first local authority in the kingdom. 
The Corporation of tho City of London, with all its sliortcomings,. 
has been powerful, because it was directly representative of the 
citizens, and its pow'er has been to a great extent sustained by tho 
indirectly representative character of the Metropolitan Board of 
Works : thus, but for the weaknesses of the Board at Spring Gardens, 
the “ Lord Mayor of Ijondon,” representing, as he docs, only the 
small area of one square mile (the London of centuries ago), would 
not now stand before the world as the representative of the five- 
millions of people comprised in the vastly extended area of the 
London w'hich is the metropolis of England to-day. 

1 T/ie Warking of the Metropolitan JloarA of Worke, By Mark H, Judge, A.R.I.B.A.r 
Chainuan of the Metropolitan Board of Worksi Inquiry Coratnittee. Triibner & Co. 
1888.— The. MetregwUtan Board of Works. Reprint of Articles and Reports from tho 
Ji'iiiaudal Xetrs. Argns Printing.Comx)any. 1888.—J/iwwfes of Evidence taken on the 
MetrofidUtan Board of Works Ivquinj Commission, May 2, 1888, to August 14,1888. 
Ifer Majesty’s Stationery Ofllce. 1888. 
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Of course, the Metropolitan Board of Works, with its large spend¬ 
ing powers, could not fail during a period of thirty-thi-ee years to 
effect material improvement in the Metropolis, such as the system 
of main drainage, the Victoria and Albert Embankments, the crea¬ 
tion of new thoroughfares, and the freeing of the bridges from the 
toll formerly levied; but these works, however satisfactoiy in them¬ 
selves (apart from their costliness), could neither condone corruption 
nor reconcile the ratepayers to the policy of the Boai*d in seeking to 
ignore their right to a voice in their own affairs. 

It is notable that scarcely any large works undertaken by the 
Board have been carried tlirough without public scandal being I’aised 
by charges of corruption against members and officials; charges 
Avhicli would not have been possible had the Board, ijistead of resort¬ 
ing to privacy in its business, recognized the right of the ratepayers 
to become acquainted with its proceedings. These charges have been 
of so serious a nature that from time to time they have provoked 
official inquiry, both on the part of the Board and of Parliament. 
But, though damaging to the reputation of the Board, these inquiries 
W('re not thorough, and it was rescnwed for the Royal Commission of 
1888 to make known the extent of the mal-administi'ation at Spring 
Gardens, and thus justify the arraignment of the Board. 

The building of the new Pavilion Music Hall must be ragarded as 
the chief circumstance which led to the issue of the Royal Commis¬ 
sion of Inquiiy. Mr. Mark H. -Judge first called the attention of the 
public to this matter in January 1885, by proposing the following 
rc'solution in the Paddington Vestry:— 

“ That in the opinion of the Vestry of Paddington the Metropolifexn 
lioard of Works would have been guilty, under any circumstsvnces, of a 
breach of trust in disposing, by private treaty, of one of the finest sites at 
ilie entrance to the now street to be made between Piccadilly Circus and 
Bloomsbury, but that in disposing by private treaty of such a site, made 
valviable by the expenditure of public money, for the purpose of erecting a 
new London Pavilion Music Hall, the Board merits the severest condemna¬ 
tion ; and that, whereas the ground rent of £3000 a year to be paid under 
this agreement was accepted by the Board with the full knowledge that, 
without the opportunity of public competition, the Board had received an 
offer of £4000 a year for the site, Mr. Fardell be requested, in the name 
of the Vestry, to support every effort that can be legitimately made to 
prevent the carrying out of so unjust an undeiiiaking." 

As this was the beginning of the agitation which Mr. Judge waged 
against the Board of Works until the appointment of the Commission 
three years later, it is worth while to reproduce Mr. Pardell’s defence 
of the Board and Mr. Judge’s reply, Mr. Fardell being the repre¬ 
sentative of the Paddington Vestry on the Board of Works. 

He explained that the matter had been decided in Committee, that 
he had been in the minority in the Committee, but it was only fair 
that it should be known that Mr. Villiers was an old tenant of the 
Board, and that the ground-rent was in accordance with a valnafion 
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m^e by tha architect of the B^ard. Tlie £3900 mentioned in the 
resolution wliich Mr. J edge had proposed was not quite a fair state¬ 
ment, as with the £3000 there was to bn a premium of £15,000 in 
addition, which reduced the differenct' between the price to be paid 
by Mr. Villiers and tluf other offer of £4000. He and other 
members of the Board liad opposed the agreement, but the majority 
had adopted it, and it must stand, wliether good or bad. 

Mr. Judge alleged that Mr. Fardnll had not followed the facts as 
closely as ho might have done. Had ho done so he would have 
explained that, instead of the £3000 carrying a pivmium of £15,000, 
the said premium was only to bo paid when the new building was 
licensed for music and dancing. In other words, Mr. Villiers liad 
profited by the failures of the proprietor of the Argyll Rooms, and, 
instead of employing the usual advocates, h(' had retained the Metro¬ 
politan Board of Works, with whom he had made such excellent 
terms that the retaining fee (£15,000) was only to be paid in the 
event of success. He urged, further, that these figtires were no 
criterion of the actual loss tlie ratepayers would sustain by the con¬ 
tract, which was agreed to at a 2 >'>'iratii mrpf iiif/ to v'hich all the, viniihrrit 
of tlu', BfKvrd urrv inrited, and ho said that the bant'ful practice ol‘ 
transacting public bu.sines.s of such a character in the private Com¬ 
mittee-room was th(* greatest blot on the authorities at Spring 
(hardens, and that it was really discreditable to every member of the 
Board who conscnited to b(‘ bound in any way by it. 

Before voting on this resolution, the Vestiy instructed tlie Clerk 
to write to the Board of Works to ask whether the facts were a.M 
stated by !Mr. Judgi*, and, if so, what reasons could have induced tho 
Board to so dispose of such a prominent site. The reply of the 
Board was as cool as it was characteristic. The Clerk wrote as 
follows“ I am directed to inform you that tho question of the 
disposal of the land referred to in your letter was very fully con¬ 
sidered by the Committee, who are authorized by the Board to deal 
with the surplus lands in its various street improvements, and that 
in this, as in all instances relating to tho disposal of such lands, the 
Committee acted in tho manner which appeared to them the best in 
the interests of tho ratepayers of tho Metropolis.’' 

This reply was submitted to the Paddington Vestry on February 17, 
and the discussion on Mr. Judge’s resolution was resumed, with 
the result that the motion was thrown out by 16 against 11. Mr. 
Fardell (whose reforming days had not yet dawned) considered this 
reply was all that the Paddington Vestry could expect, and refused 
to support the resolution, on the ground that he “ did not see that it 
was the duty of one public body to pass a vote of censure on another 
Board, whu^ had done what it considered best in the interests of 
the inhabitazita of the Metropolis, and he believed that no member of 
the Boiird was actuated by any improper motive.” 
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From this tinio forwai*d Mr. Judge never lost an opportunity of 
directing public attention to this and other proceedings of the Board, 
to which, as a ratepayer, ho took exception. We quote the follow¬ 
ing from one of his letters to the Tiwjcs (September 2-}, 1885), which 
aptly illustrates the iiwdiat opermidi employed by the Board :— 

“ . . . . Tluxse who have witnossod the weekly proceediugn of this l(K'al 
Board, Avlueh it is to be hoped will never be permitted to celebnite a jnbiltnv 
know that tlie following is an accurate de.scrij)tion of what takes jdsice on 
Fridays at Spring Gardens, 

“ A (]nc8tiou of diineulty crops up. It is at once, without discussion, 
resoh ed to refer the whole matter to the Works and General Pui-poses 
Goiuinittec. The (pu'stion is one that mnst he settled without delay. Tho 
lioiird sKljourns ; the Pivss and tho public are ushered out of the Board- 
i-oom. The Boiu-d, under the name of tho Works and General Purposes- 
Goininlttee, resumes; the knotty point is fully discussed, and ai ifiaort 
aagreed to. Tlio (.'ommitteo .-nljourns, anil under tho n»une of the Boaird it 
])repari's itself to consider and adopt its own ropoi-t. The Press and tliO' 
public are again admitted to tho solemn conclave, Tlie report is presented. 
Mr. A. Ji., a young member of the BoJird, who did not concur with tin* 
decision of tlie Committee, rises to speak, when tlie chairmjui in tho severest 
manner re^minds him that he Inus had (‘very opportunity of discussing tho 
matter in Committee, and appeals to him not to waste the time of tho 
Board hy going over the whole cjuestion again. While this appeal is being 
made from the ehair, Mr. A. B. is being pulled into his sent, audthcrepoit 
of tho Committee is adopted ?ieja. con. The time of the Board is saved, but 
what about the money of tho ratepayers 1 .... ” 

A meeting was held at Willis’s Rooms in September 1885, when 
a public inquiry into the transactions of the Board was advocated. 
Tho Times publisited a series of able letters describing a rookery in 
Marylebono belonging to a member of tho Board, which, after being 
condemned by one of the Board’s officers, was repaired by another 
at tho expense of the ratepayers. In Octobt'r 188C tho Financial 
News entered the list,s against the Board, and never flagged in its 
trenchant attacks, and, in joining in the demand for a public inquiry 
into the doings of the Board, it offered the following as a solution 
of the extraordinary feats perfonned under the a'.gis of the Works 
Committee:— 

“ Presumably the members of the Works Committee ai*e innocent as 
new-born babes of all these Chinese puzzles in the Estate’s Office. Wo do 
not mean that they came into the world yesterday, or even the day before; 
but they have a wonderfully ingenuous way of looking over their spectacles, 
and seeing nothing. Elderly gentlemen often have. At every meeting of 
the Board the Works Committee submits a series of recommendations that 
such and such agreements be sealed, or that certain modifications be made, 
or that certain other conditions be refused. At longer intervals thero 
comes up a repoi*t bearing the statutory half-dozen signatures. We 
observed that one of them, which occun-ed very frequently, l)elonged to a 
practising architect. Another was that of the reputed owner of a weekly 
newspaper, which lives on Metropolitan Board advertisements. This 
gentleman’s son, we are told, ‘ holds the plate ’ for the advertisements; 
but where the plate is emptied into afterwards is a domestic seci'et. Wo 
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would not for the world intrude on the privacy of the editorial heartli. 
The rest of the half-dozen are generally persons of the kind who pride 
themselves on being practical men. We have had some experience of 
‘ practical men,’ and this we can safely ssiy of them, tliat, if they liave the 
choice of grinding two axes, their own or somebody clse’s, it is their own 
which is most likely to be ground. 

“ To judge from the minutes of the Metropolitan Boani of Works, its 
Estate’s Office—the* most impoi'tant of all its administrative departments— 
receives the lesist attention of any from the general body of the members. 
It has been for yeitrs in the hands of a small clique of about a dozen 
membei’s and two or three officials. This clique has had the giving away 
of millions’ worth of Metropolitan property, and it has never till now been 
asked, either inside the Boai'd or otitside of it, to render an intelligible 
suMJOunt of its stewardship.” 

The deniand for an inquiry gathered strengtii, Mr. Fardell and other 
members of the Board eventually giving their adhesion to it, and 
this led to an inquiry being instituted by the Boar<l itself, Mr. James 
Beal and others who had made charges against the Board being 
invited to make, good their charges. They all declined the invitation, 
on the ground that the Board was not a competent tribunal to 
inquire into the charges made against itself. Mr. Judge had not 
been invited, but he was present at the inquiry, in the public 
gallery, and came forward voluntarily to give evidence. He ex¬ 
pressed his astonishment and regret that gentlemen who had publicly 
made charges against the Board had not come forward with the 
(widence on which their charges were based. He agreed that the 
inquiry* would have to go further, and bo made by an independent 
body, but lie considered that any inquiry was a step in the riglit 
direction. As one who had made charges against the Board, lit' 
felt bound to come forward with the evidence on which the charges 
were based, and he submitted particulars justifying his censure of 
the conduct of the Board in disiJosing of the Pavilion site to Mr. 
Villiers. Mr. Judge was cross-examined by Mr. Meadows White, 
Q.C., but was not shaken in his testimony that the public lands of 
the Board had been disposed of improperly, and that certain indi¬ 
viduals who were favoured with information with regard to the 
disposal of certain land were able to make a market of it at tli(» 
public cost. 

The action of Mr. Judge in volunteering evidence was a smprise 
to the Committee, and, as it was followed by several other witnesses 
presenting themselves, the Committee, consisting of the whole Board, 
refused to hear any witnesses other than those who had been invited, 
and then actually resolved mm. con .:— 

“That thejCommittee do report its proceeding to the Board, and state 
that, although the fullest publicity has been given to the inquiry, and 
every opportunity given to persons able and willing to give information 
to the Oommittefi, no one has come forward to substantiate the state¬ 
ments made in the newspipers and in a vestry, as to the conduct of 
officiaki and members of the Board in relation to the sale of the Board’s 
lands/.* 
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It would be difficult to find a parallel for this audacious attempt 
on the part of a public board to whitewash itself But it was too 
patent for the shallowest capacity to be deceived by it, and, instead 
of satisfying the public, it only added energy to the movement against 
the Board. The Metropolitan Board of Works Inquiry Committee 
was formed at a meeting at St. James’s Hall, with Mr. Judge as 
chairman, to demand the appointment of a Royal Commission of 
Enquiry, while inside the Board itself a minority of the members, led 
by Mr. Fardell, also advocated the appointment of a Commission. 
The Paddington Vestry gave its unanimous supjTort to Mr. Judge and 
Mr. Fanlell; the majority of the other vestries and district boards 
of the Metropolis followed on the same side; Lord Randolph Churchill 
was induced to move for the appointment of a Commission; the 
Government acquiesced in the motion, and, in April 1888, Lord 
Herschell, Mr. F. A. Bosanquet, Q.C., and Mr. H. R. Grenfell were 
appointed Commissioners “to inquire into and report upon the 
working of the Metropolitan Board of Works and the irregularities 
which are alleged to have taken place in connection therewith.” 

The Commissioners have held twenty-four public sittings, extend¬ 
ing from May 2 to August 14, when they adjourned dne die. Mr. 
H. Winch, Q.C., Mr. J. P. Grain, and Mr. E. F. Studd, instructed 
by Messrs. Kaye and Guedalla, appeared, by special leave of tlm 
Commissioners, as counsel on behalf of the Metropolitan Board of 
Works Inquiiy Committee, and Mr. Meadows White, Q.O., and Mr, 
G. if. Freeman, instructed by Mr. Wood, appeared as counsel for 
the Metropolitan Board of Works. Lord Herschell presided at 
every sitting of the Commission, and examined the whole of the 
witnesses, the work of counsel on both sides being confined to cross- 
examination. 

The evidence obtained by the Commissioners was very voluminous 
and most important, and, though the daily press gave lengthy reports 
of the proceedings each day, it will not be superfluous to reproduce 
some specimens of it as recorded in the official minutes of the 
Commission, particularly now that the Report of the Commission is 
about to be published and the election of the London County 
Council is occupying the attention of the ratepayers. 

Mr. W. R. Selway, member of the Board since 1873, gave evidence 
on several occasions. He admitted that the Board had an offer of 
an additional £1000 a year ground rent for the Pavilion site, over 
and above the £3000 offered by Mr. Villiers, and that this offer of 
£4000 was not further considered than that it was read. He was 
strongly opposed to the rebuilding of the music-hall, but the Board 
having decided to sell the land for this purpose, he voted for Mr. 
Villiers being allowed to have it firr the £3000. As was usual in such 
cases the whole matter was arranged by the Works and General Pu^ 
poses Committee, consistingof the whole Board, and when the Committee 
VoL. 130.—^No. 5. pp 
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reported to tlie Board, and the matter became public, he was of opinion 
that they were morally bound to Mr. Villiers. Mr. Aldennan Saunders 
was a member of the Board, and it was known to the other members 
that he was the architect whom Mr. Villiers had engaged for building* 
the new Pavilion. In his cross-examination by Mr. Winch, he answered 
several questions relative to the character of Mr. Villiers, and these 
were succeeded by the following questions and answers:— 

507. {Mr. Winch'.) Were any other inquiries made with regard to his 
financial position as a tenant at £3000 a year?—Yra; inquiries seem to 
liuve been made. 

.'iOH. With what resiilt 1 Do not hesitate. I have got it all here in black 
and white, and have had it vouched 1 —I had better read the portion of the' 
solicitor’s report which refers to that. It is the latter pirt. 

5!) 9. 1 would not put .this qtiestion with regard to Mr. Villiers on the 
last occasion until the public records had been searched to see that I was. 
oti perfectly safe groimds. Was it not the fact that in 1877 Mr. Villiers 
filed a petition for liquidation of hi.s affairs, that those affairs were finally 
liquidated in 1884, and that he paid nothing in the pound upon £16,00(^ 
of debts. Was not that his position in 1884 1 —I find the solicitor reported 
that he had obtained his discharge. What he jNud I do not know. 

(500. {Glutirman.) You had better read it out. There seems to be no¬ 
mention of what he paid ? —That is what I thought. After speaking of the 
sureti^, the solicitor gf)e8 on to ssiy, “ I think it right to inform the Com¬ 
mittee that 1 have had some inquiry and search made against Mr. Villiers- 
and his preposed sureties. I do not find anything against the sureties, but 
I'^nd that Mr. Villiers presented a petition for liquidation of his affairs in 
May 1877, his secured debts amounting tf> £34,8(52, his un.secured debts 
being £15,G75, against assets amounting to £5242. Tlie estate is, I believe, 
still in the hands of trustees, but Mr. Villiers obtained his discharge in 
July 1877.” 

601. {Mr. Winch.) That is coreect as far as it goes, Tlie inquiry did 
not go further?—No. 

602. If it had been brought down ’to the time, I think you would have 
ascertained, as the fact was, that there was no dividend paid at all. You 
had that before you, I understand, when you agreed to gmnt Mr. Villiers 
in 1884 or 1885 a lease of this piece of land at £3000 a year?—No doubt- 

608. {Mr. Meculoira White.) What is the date of that report?—^The 
28th July 1879. 

604. {Mr. IKtnc/*.) You had also at the same time an offer from Mr. 
Pyke of £4000 a year ? -Yes; 1 went into that yestei’day, 

Mr. Alderman Saunders, member of the Board from 1862 to 1888, 
wms examined on four occasions. The whole of his evidence was an 
admission that he had used his position at the Board to advance hia 
pecuniary interests. The following are some of the questions, with 
his replies, put to this present Magistrate of the City of London and 
ex-member of the Metropolitan Board of Works:— 

1552. {Chairman.) What did your 5 per cent, amount to [in connection 
with the Pavilion] ?—I should think £ 18(10 or £1900. 

1658. Out of that Mr. Worley [Joint Architect] got £150!-—He did. 

1354. more?—^No more. 

1555. Wa^'Hort £1800 enth-ely yoots, or did you share any portion of 
that beyond i»he £150 with any one else ?—I gave £200 to Mr. Woodward 
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[District Surveyor under the Board of Works], who had introduced it to 
me, and in considemtion of certain advice he nad given upon it, Jind the 
introduction. Beyond that, I gave not a penny to anybody. 

• *«**■* 

IfiSH. (J/>. Grain.) Will you follow me on this question of remunera¬ 
tion. Will you tell us what was the sum you, actually made for your 
professional services to the Grand Hotel, roughly; you say it was divided. 
equally 1—I tlunk the total was something under £5000. 

Your share No; my share would be half of tliat. 

You receired about half of £5000 ?—Yes. 

1691. Now, could you give me the same answer to the same question as ■ 
i-egards the Hotel Mctropole ?—^The Hotel M4tropole was a fixed fee. 

1692. What was your portion ?—My amount would be about £l200c 

*««««« 

1738. Were you architect for any one of the theatres?—No. 

»»»**« 

17(50. May I take it that you had been a party, as a member of tho* 
Tlieatres ('ominittee, to settling the alterations that were required by the 
Bofird in the Criterion Theatre?—No. If I had ever reported upon the 
thing, as fiu- as 1 know, I never took any part in it, but, if I liad, it would 
have rather facilitated that which the Board would have wished. 

1761. I want to clearly understand. You say you were not a party to 
any of the airrangements made by tho Theatres Committee in respect of tho 
Criterion I -I should think I was. 

1762. Then, sifter having been a party in that way, what fee did you 
receive from Messrs, Spiere and Pond for the advice you gave in con¬ 
junction with Mr. Verity in regard to the Criterion?—I received 100> 

guineas. 

1763. Is that the whole connection you luul with the Criterion, as regards. 
alterations; I am not sjteaking of building now ?—I believe so. 

1764. {Chairman.) Surely you must liave remembered about the 
Criterion. Yoiu’ inemoiy seemed entirely to have gone as to what theatres 
you hod to «leal with, or whether you had any, and now you have a good 
recollection of the Criterion?—I did not grasp the questions put at all. I 
would have answered it at once if 1 had. 

* * » « e * 

1852. Have you a copy of the report you made to Mr. Hobson?—I made- 
no report. 

1833. You gjive him the advice by word of mouth?—By word of mouth.. 

1854. It was a very large fee, was it not, for advising by word of mouth 
as to how many yeai-s’ puiehase a man should give for a ground rent?—It 
is what our professional fees run to. 

1855. Do you mean to represent that for simply advising a leaseholder- 
at £500 or £600 a year how many years’ purchase he should offer, £lOO 
would be the ordinary professional charge ?—It would be the fee. 

1856. Did you ever get it in any other case?—I think so; in several. 

1857. Can you name any one ?—I do not know that I can at the present 
moment. 

1884. {Mr. Grain.) "Was an action brought by Mr. Isaacs against Miv 
Villiers?—There was an occasion on which Mr. Villiers mentioned it. 

1885. Wliat was the action by Isaacs against Villiens—^what was it fort 
—For apparmitly Mr. Villiers having call^ upon Mr. Isaacs— 

1886. Wl»at was the form of the action. Was it not for a f<» of lOO 
guineas or 120 guineas for preparing plans for the pai'poseof placing before 
the Board ?—I have no knowledge of that. 
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1887. You know something about the action?—No. 

«*«*** 

1892. (Mr. Grain.) Wjus the action settled? — I believe so. 

1893. Did you pay the costs?—I paid the costs. 

*«»««* 

1918. To whom did you pay that—to Mr. Villiers ?—No; I paid that to 
"Mr. Goddard [the Boai-d’s Valuing Sutveyor]. 

1919. What, may I ask, had Mr. Goddard to do with this action of 
Isaacs V. Villiors ?—‘I do not know, excepting that Mr. Goddard was settling 
that action, so 1 understood, for Mr. Villiei’s. 

1920. {Chairuuin.) Where did you make the payment?—I think I paid 
it one day wheti I attended at the Boaisl. Oh, yes, Mr. Goddard asked me 
whether it was not worth while, as a matter of feeling with Mr. Isaacs, to 
pay the money, and so I did it. 

Mr. L. 11. Isaacs, architect, testified to having been engaged by 
Mr. Villiers as architect for the new music-hall, and said that in 
accordance with instructions received he prepared plans and obtained 
a firm of builders to carry out the works. He was subsequently 
superseded by Mr. Saunders, aud had to sue Mr. Villiers for the amount 
due for services rendered. In answer to question 2802 by the chair- 
onan, Mr. Isaacs said:— 

“ On the 20th January. ‘ Further interview for the like purpose.’ 
[Entry in diary.] Then Mr. Villiers ceased to call. I thought it desirable 
to know how the matter stood, and 1 c.alled upon him at the London 
Pavilion and saw him. Ho told me that very considerable pressure had 
been put upon him, pressure so diiwt that he could not po.ssibly set it aside, 
.and that he had been compelled to engage the services of a Mr. Saunders, 
a member of the Hoard. 1 felt very indignant, and asked him for an 
explanation. Ho Siiid that it had been pointed out to him that time was 
the essence of his conti-act with the Hoard of Works ; that ho was .allowed 
only a very short period of time to erect the building, so as to secure his 
lease, and that failiu'e on hi.s part to complete by that time would result in 
the loss of his building agreement and all the money he might have spent 
in covering the ground, and that it had been pointed out to him that in 
oi-der to save time, or to gain tlie nece.ssary time to put up the building, it 
was of the utmo.st consequence that the <lrawings for the proposed new 
structure should receive the sanction of the Board without any delay, and 
that the only way in which that could be done was to engage the services 
T)f the gentleman whom he subsequently employed as his architect.” 

Mr. R. C. Villiers, the proprietor of the Pavilion Music Hall, 
admitted having appointed Mr. Alderman Saunders as his architect, 
under pressure, and also that he had corrupted Mr. Goddard and Mr. 
Robertson, the Board’s surveyors. The following are some of the 
choice contributions of this witness to the unveiling of the secret 
doings at Spring Gardens:— 

In answer to question 3756 by the chairman, as to the bribe given 
to Mi*. Goddard, Mr. Villiers said:— 

Mr. Dunch and I arranged that we were to offer him £50 a quarter, or 

.£200 Konxiia. 

3757. 1 believe Mr. Dunch shortly after that reported that he had given 
Mr. Go Idard a £50 note for the first of those payments?—Yes. 
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3758. And that Goddard would take £50 a quarter?—He did take it. 

3750. Did he receive from you £50 a quai-ter during the whole of that 
tenancy, down to the demolition of the old Pavilion ?—From Mr. Dunch. 

37(50. You making the payment through Mr. Dunch ?—1 returning it to 
Mr. Dunch. 

3761. So that he received, during the whole of those six years, from you,. 
.£200 a ypju*?—Yes. 

8762. During the time of your tenancy did you see Goddai'd from time' 
to time ?—Yes. 

3763. Did he give you information with reference to what would be the 
site of the new building?—Yes. 

37(54. I believe at that time Mr. Grey wiis the owner of the “Black 
Jloi'se” public-house, adjoining the London Pavilion ? —He was the tenant. 

8765. You were jicquaintetl with‘him?—He frequently came into th(‘ 
Pavilion, and we were in the habit of having conversations. 

3766. Did you know at that time that ho was the brother of Mr. Robert¬ 
son, who was in the architect’s office ?—I was not aware of it at that early 
l)erioil. 

• * • * • 

3851. Did he [Mr. Robeitson] say that Saunders would never stand 
Isaacs and Florence Ijeing the architects ?—He said, “ They are not friends, 
and 1 tlo not think you will get any suppoit from Mr. Saundei-s if Isaacs 
and Florence are the architects.” 

3852. Tlu'u you took Robertson on one side?- -Then I took Robeitsoiij 
on one side, and I said, “ Well, this is awkward ; what are we to do?” Ho 
shook his head and siU«l, “ 1 am sorry for it, but I ilo not see that you have 
any alternative ; he will spoil you ; yon had Ixjttcr go down.” I went down 
with Mr. Woodward to Mr. Saunders, in (Tinsbury Ciicus, and I was intro¬ 
duced to Mr. Saundei-s l)y Mi\ Woodwjml. 

3853. What did Mr. Siiunders say?—Ho appeiu'ed, if I may so express 
it, a soi't of surprised, but at the same tin\o expecting it. 

3854. Wliat did he say ?—He said, “ Oh, then, you have come to mo 
yoiu’solf now; how are we going to manjige this? You see it is very 
awkwju'd. I cannot vote for you, but there are more ways of killing a cat 
than hanging it.” I sjiid, “ Yes, I see that, Mr. Saunders.” He said,. 
“ Well, let us SCO ; am I to understand 1 am to be your aichitect? ” “ Well,” 
I said, “ you must be.” He said, “ Veiy well then, we will see what we can 
do. I shall send you a letter in duo coui-se, and we will go into this 
matter afterwartls.” That is the w'ay it was concluded. Of course the con¬ 
versation w'as moi-e elaborate and elongated, but that was the purport of it. 

3880. In December 1886, I believe you sold the London Pavilion to a 
Company ?—Yes. 

3881. And received payment, part in debentures ?—Part in debenturer,. 
and pai-t in cash. 

3882. Did you give Goddard £5000 of those deljentures ?—^Yes. 

3883. What was that for ?—-Tliat was for his assistance in obtaining the 
site, and for his previous services and supervision—what I considered his 
supervision of the place, as he was the custodian or censor of the place. 

8884. You had not made him any of the £200 a year payments after¬ 
wards ?—Yes, when the place opened I made two. I think 1 made £100 
and £50. I continued that when the new place opened. 

Mr. Villiers put in evidence a number of private letters which he 
had received from Mr, Goddard since the formation of the Inquiry 
Committee. In one of these letters, dated February 23, he Wrote 
(3912) 
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“ I was gratified by the receipt of your letter, and will get yon the ex¬ 
tracts and reports you wish for. If our friend had bowed his head to the 
4jtorm, and had accepte<l the vote of modified censure, he might have got 
through, but he filed his stiitutory declai-ation and practically defied the 
.'Board. In the meantime all sorts of incriminatory mattei-s were scattered 
.-.abroad in his connection with Statham Hobson, and some membei-s were 
determined to get rid ,of him. On Monday he was given a fortnight to send 
in his resignation, and I believe he now intends to do so, and goes to 
Austi'olia at the end of next month. 

** The Commission may be appointed during next month, but it cannot 
bo earlier. You speak of their sending for you. I sketched out your 
-answer:— 

“ ‘ I'm hero at Mentone in comfort and peace. 

My Pavilion connection lias happened to cease. 

The Commission may sit as long as it pleases. 

My comfort and health axe more than its breezes, 

To dear Kandy Pandy I wish to be civil, 
lie can see me out here or go to the devil.’ 

.T need not say 1 am not in comfort or peace, and shall be veiy glad when 
' it is over.” 

In his answer (3912) Mr. Villiers said of these letters of Mr. 

' Goddard’s . . . “ his letters so alarmed me that I dotcnuiued tliei’e 
'was nothing to do but to come and give evidence.” 

On March I Mr. Goddard wrote;— 

• “ With regard to R., ho tells me he has packed up, and is ready to stai't 
■'.■at once with the honorarium in black mail of jfilOOO extoi'tcd tVom me. 
.Both Reid and Driver will support the price paid; so far so good.” 

Mr. Goddard wa.s never examined, t-wo medical men having eexti- 
< fied that at the time he was summoned before the Commission it 
-.would have been dangerous to his life for liim to attend. 

Mr. Robertson did px*c*sent himself for examination, and admitted 
1 having introduced his brothers, under the name of Grey, to properties 
of the Board, but his evidence was of so unsatisfactory a character 
• that the Commission ordered him to submit his bank-books and 
.accounts for inspection. He failed to come up for further examina¬ 
tion until after the Commission had obtained copies of his bank¬ 
books from his bankers, and then his offer to come forward Avas 
Tefused. Thus, the Commission are at present precluded from 
giving certificates to either Goddard or Robertson. 

Mr. F. H. Fowler, member of the Board since 1868, was examined 
on four days, and, after a great deal of beating about the bush, he 
. acknowledged that there were a number of cases in which he had 
his position at the Board in the same manner as Mr. Aider- 
man Saunders had done. 

Mr. W. Bradley, one of the Board’s surveyors, admitted having 
•done business on his own account by purchasing, privately, property 
whidi he knew? would be required by the Board for street improve¬ 
ment^ and of selling the same to the Board at a profit, the Board 
fbnyihg on a valuation in which he acted as its valuation surveyor. 

• Several auctioneers, surveyors, and land investors confessed to 
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having bribed officials of the Board, while architects, who had not 
•oftered bribes, testified to the great difficulty and delay they experi¬ 
enced in getting their plans passed by the Board. 

The evidence which was given in connection with the contracts 
for the Thames Embankments should be read and pondered by all 
who wish to understand the doings of the members of the Metro¬ 
politan Board of Works. Mr. George Furness, contractor, gave such 
<*vidcnce as the following:— 

12,858. (il/r. Winch.') Let me read your letter*. It was in connection 
with Mr. Roche. You recollect this: “ On the morning the contract was 
to be let, Mr. Roche, the member for Paddington, met us at the offices in 
Spring Gardens, and asked me into one of the committee-rooms, when he 
promised to support me for the contx*act if I would enter into an agreement 
to have all the granite from the Lundy Granite Company.” That is a letter 
.signed by you. Is that correct 1—The contract was entered into at the time 
1 went in the closet. My statements there before the Metropolitan Board 
that you are taking I am prcpaied to swear to. I have not read them 
since.” 

12,H59. Let mo iea<l them to you. “ On the morning tho contract was 
to be let, Mr. Roche, the member for Paddington, met us at the offices in 
Spring Gardens, and asked me into one of tho committee-rooms, when ho 
promised to support me for the coutnict if I would enter into an agreement 
to have all the gi'anito from the Lundy Granite Company.” At that time 
you had not got the contract ?—No, I had not, then. 

12.860. This I agreed to do, provwled the granite were approved by 
the engineer; and ho wrote oxit a contract, which he wished me to sign. 
This I did, and by it I undertook to have all the granite from the Lundy 
quarries, in which he, 1 believe, was intere.sted.” Did you know that Mr. 
Roche was intere.stod in the Lundy Granite Comjjany?—He was. I donut 
know the interest ho had. He was advocating the contract. 

12.861. It is in another part of your evidence that you say you wore 
locked in the room with him 1—^That is true. 

12.862. And Mr. Roche insisted on it. lie was then a member of the 
Board ?—He was. 1 stated that before the Board. What I stated there 
I am perfectly prepared to swear to at the pre-sent time, although I could 
not remember it all. 

Mr. Charles Mills Roche, late member of the Board for Paddington, 
while denying the accuracy of the account which Mr. Furness had 
given, admitted (1) having prepared agreements binding the con¬ 
tractors to take the Lundy granite; (2) that he acted as solicitor to 
the Lundy Granite Company; and (3) that the said agreements were 
prepared and signed by two different contractors before the Board 
had decided which tender it would accept. Mr. Roche’s “ explana¬ 
tion ” occupies thirteen pages of the official minutes! 

Enough evidence has been quoted to vindicate the position of those 
who struggled so long against, and in spite of, the many obstruc¬ 
tions put in their way by those in power, to get a thorough over¬ 
hauling of the transactions of the Metropolitan Board of Works, and 
it is a curiously striking illustration of the deplorable apathy of the 
ratepayers of the Metropolis that, although the central fact with 
regard to the Pavilion Music Hall was made the subject of an iddig- 
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nation public meeting at Willis’s Rooms, called by tbosi' wlio 
strongly felt the impropriety of tlie whole transaction, so long ago as 
September 1885, it nevertheless took three more years of persistent 
agitation to give the quietus to Lord Magheramome and his colleagues 
in their public protests, constantly reiterated, both on business and 
festive occasions, that the charges brought against the Board were 
utterly groundless'. 

Lord Herschell and the other members of the Commission have 
rendered a signal service to the Metropolis by the thorough w'ay in 
which they have thus far done the work entrusted to them. It 
remains, however, to be seen whether in their report they liavt* had 
the courage, and, it may be added, a true sense of the duties of 
citizenship, to stigmatize as such deeds deserve, not only the evil 
doings which have been brought to light, but the secret policy of the 
Board, by which, as we have shovrn, they were alone made possible. 

In conclusion we must give our meed of praise to the Inquiry 
Committee, and especially to Mr. Mark H. Judge, at whose instance 
it was formed and under w'hose chairmanship it has acted throughout. 
The ratepayers of the Metropolis have not only to thank the Inquiiy 
Committee for the appointment of the Commission, but for the 
thorough manner in which they arranged for the interests of th(> 
ratepayers being represented at the Inquiry. How' thoroughly this 
w'as eflected may be judged from the concluding remarks of Lord 
Herschell at the last sitting of the Commission, w’hen he said: 
“ Before adjourning, the Commission desire to thank all who have 
assisted them in their inquiiy. They would especially express their 
obligations to the solicitors of the Inquiry Committee for the care 
with which they have investigated some of the many communications 
which the Commissioners have received.” These are no small services 
for a voluntary Committee to have rendered to a Royal Commission, 
and doubtless Parliament will in some way mark its sense of it. 



WHY IS SCOTLAND LIBERAL? 


At every election since the Refonn Bill of 1832, Liberal opinions 
have prevailed at the jiolls in Scotland. Sometimes the Liberal 
majority has been overwhelming, at other times less considerable, but 
always substantial; and the representatives have fairly reflected the 
o]nnious of the constituencies, for in no part of the United Kingdom 
of the same size and importance have democratic opinions prevailed 
for so considerable a period. It is, perhaps, due to this fact that 
Scotland has been chosen as the battle-ground on which recent 
political campaigns have been carried on. The Conservative leaders 
frequently attacking the citadel of their opponents’ power—and tlu^ 
Liberal leaders returning to repel the attack, and to receive encourage¬ 
ment from the enthusiasm of their followers—both acknowledge 
Scotland to be the stronghold of Liberalism. If this bo so, it may bo 
worth considering for a little whethi'r we can find an answer to the 
c(uestion—Why is Scotland Liberal ? 

At a very early pei’iod the views of the great Scottish political 
tliinkers were very advanced. The complete supremacy of the Crown 
had been prevented by the enonnous power of the Barons, and the 
constant struggle between the two forces hindered the consolidation 
of the government. The national constitution lacked fixity, because 
there was no single power dominant over all the others. The natural 
result was that politicians could speculate on the principles of govern¬ 
ment with greater freedom in Scotland than in a country where the 
sovereign power was recognized to exist in one body and the methods 
of government had been formulated with exactness. George 
Buchanan in his work, De jure Rcgni, written for the instmcticn of 
his royal pupil, James VI., laid dowm that all power, even that of the 
king, was derived from the people, and was to be exercised for the 
general welfare, that it was granted only under certain restrictions, 
and that it was lauTul for the people to resist tyrants. These 
doctrines, however commonplace they may seem now, were very far in 
advance of his time. He was followed by some of the refonnem, who 
in their struggle with the government set forth doctrines which to 
the statesmen of the period must have seemed almost revolutionary. 

Undoubtedly, however, the Scottish people first acquired a position 
of political influence subsequent to the Reformation period. Pripr to 
that time the whole power in the State was wielded by the Crown and 
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Barons. Each of these strove to gain the support of the Church in the 
contest with the other. But the mass of the people was not i*ccognized 
as possessing any controlling voice. The towns were too small and 
poor to produce a powerful middle class of the burgher type, and the 
people in the country were ranged under their feudal superiors, whose 
commands they Av.ere bound to obey. But they sprang into inde¬ 
pendent power in the State during the conflict between the Reformed 
Church and the Ci-own. The reforming party in the Church, with the 
help of the nobles, subverted the Romish C^hurch and established in 
its place the Protestant faith. But the refonned clergy, deserted by 
the nobility in the succeeding struggle with the Crown, flung them¬ 
selves on the people, who cordially supported them ; and as the con¬ 
test went on the issues gradually broadened until they embraced the 
question of the civil rights of the people as against the royal pre¬ 
rogative. The triumph of the clergy thus meant the triumph also of 
democracy in Scotland, and so fierce had been the struggle that the 
principles maintained during it were indelibly stamped on the minds 
of the people. However willing in religious matters the Scottish 
people might be to submit to the dominion of the clergy, in civil inattoi’s 
their opinions, whenever expressed, were essentially democratic. 

The common remark about the Scotch is that they are specially 
fond of metaphysical speculation. They attempt, it is said, to reduce 
■everything to principle, from which they argue with logical exact¬ 
ness. If this be true, one can understand that, in politics, the 
position of a Scotchman would be more or less that of a doctriiiaht*. 
He would expect any course that w'as proposed to him in the manage¬ 
ment of the affaii’s of the nation to bo justified by an appeal to 
theory. Buckle, in his very interesting chapter on Scotland in the 
History of Civilization, has pointed out the essentially deductive 
character of the Scottish intellect. The influence of the clergy over 
the people had been so great and long-continued that they had 
moulded the intellect of the nation into their own forms of thought, 
which were necessarily deductive. The clergy accepted the principles 
from which they reasoned as from an inspired source, which it was im¬ 
pious to doubt, and from which they constructed their whole system of 
theology and morals by a process of logical dialectic. Composed on 
this plan, their long discourses, from which it was considered a sin, 
if it was not an offence punishable by the civil magistrate, for any 
one to absent himself—gradually trained the Scottish people in the 
same method of reasoning. So great was their influence that even 
when the higher intellects during last century revolted against the 
religious despotism, the system which the philosophers and scientists 
followed waff still the deductive one which they had received fi*om 
their religiouff tSachers. Buckle has pointed out that this method 
deprived them of the hold of the popular nsind, because the people 
are seldom capable of understanding a course of high speculation 
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•tlepending on the logical application of great principles. The more 
l>oj)ular way would have been to ascend inductively from pai*ticular8 
easily intelligible to the more general propositions. Scotland there¬ 
fore, during the last century, presented the curious contrast of high 
speculation and advanced theories indulged in by a few minds, and 
the greatest superstition among the mass of the people. At the 
same time, it can scarcely be doubted that when the public mind 
was roused by any political question of importance, the people would 
naturally apply to it the same method of reasoning to which they 
had been acctistom(‘d by their religious and intellectual teachers. 
They would naturally se(*k some principle which would help them 
to, solve the difficulty. The appeal would be not so much to ex- 
pi'rience or expediency, but to th(* true rule, according to the 
political theory of the time, which applied to the circumstances. 
Hence to some extent tlie doctrinaii’e character of the Scottish 
mind. The spirit of inquiry, of critical examination and distrust of 
uuthoi’ity which had been engendcTed and developed in spiritual 
affairs dxiring the Keformatioii period, readily sidapted itself to 
]iolitical questions. And if once a people cease to admire institutions 
for their ag(‘ and formc-r r(*nown, but call on them to justify their 
t'xistence by the laws of political science, the tendemey must be to 
improvement and change. 

We ai*e now in a position to observe how the Scottish people, 
examijiing, adopting, or rejecting the political principles submitted 
to them, settled into democratic methods, and to trace the influences 
which have tended to keep Liberal opinions alive. In the first place, 
it is to be noted that politics in Scotland, during the present century, 
have not been disturbed by any enthusiasm for measures dealing 
exclusivity with Scottish affairs. The Church questions, which aroused 
enormous interest at one time, after the first appeal to the Govern¬ 
ment, were withdrawn from the political field, and were left to bo 
fought out by the people themselves. It is true that they have 
lately been the subject of political agitation once more, but their 
influence on political life at the middle, of this century was not so 
groat as might have been expecti'd from the enormous importance 
they had in the. eyes of the people. The land question did not 
excite much attimtion, for this reason, that the agricultural interest, 
was fairly prosperous; and the crofter question, although it had 
already attracted some notice, had not come to the front. 

The best method of approaching the question, is to ask what are 
the. great supports of Conservativism in England ? We find they are 
three. 1. The exqlusive. or class character of the higher education ; 
2. The Church; and 3. The influence of the landed aristocracy. 
Let us look at the conditions of these influences in the two countries, 
and we shall find in the important differences of their character much 
that will explain the resulting contrast in political thinking. 
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1 . Education.—Until recently (if not at present) the best edu¬ 
cated minds in England were trained at the great public schools 
(Eton, Harrow, &c.) and in the Universities of Oxford and Cambridge. 
Every one who hoped to enter one of the learned professions and 
sought the best, preparation for success in them, and all those who 
wore born to positions of rank and wealth, and sought the culture 
necessary for tlie discharge of high functions, entered one of these 
schools in their boyhood, and passed from them to the University by 
a regulai- and acknowledged si'quence. But all these institutions, 
however thorough in their training, can only be entered by the 
wealthy. Each of them requires for the payment of fees and for thi^ 
maintenance of the student resources which make it impossible for 
any but the comparatively rich to study there. The money often 
expended on a boy at uhese schools would be considered a comfortable 
income by many clergymen with a family. Thus at Harrow, accord¬ 
ing to the author of Oxir Schools amf CoUeyes, the students, with the 
exception of a few privileged ones, ri'sid(j in the masters’ houses “ at 
rates varying from £109 to £17C, including schooling, besides £1(> 
entrance fees, &c.” The other schools are not so expensive, but yet 
are quite beyond the reach of any but the well-to-do. The same 
thing may bo said of the Universities. The author of the book abo\'e 
mentioned says: “ The cost of a career at Oxford depends to a great 
extent upon tlie habits of the student. The Univc'raity Commissioners 
estimated it recently at about £600, but it has been shown that, with 
economy, lialf that sum may bo made to suffice. £400 would bti 
ample for one of moderate means and wants.” On the other hand, Mr. 
A. M. M. Ktedman, M.A., Wadham College, in the recently published 
book, Oxford: Its Life avd Schools, says : “ For instance, it is said 
that a man with proper care and economy may live at a college for 
.£120 a year, and pass through his career to his degree for little ov(‘r 
£300. The statement is fallacious.’" After going into the question in 
detail he winds up with the statement: “In conclusion. If the cost 
of a man’s career from his matriculation to his M.A. cost him no more 
than £570 as a'pass man, or £700 as an honour man, he may certainly 
bo congratulated on the result.” "Whichever of these views is correct, 
it is quite certain that, like the schools, the Universities must be entered 
by the use of a golden key. The poor man, except in veiy rare cases, 
must resign all hope of their scholastic training and culture* Learning 
is gradually regarded as the prerogative of wealth, and the rich man 
is respected not only for his wealth, but for the mental endowments 
which it has procured for him. One cannot fail to see what an 
enormous influence such a system gives to the upper classes in 
England. The abler intellects among the masses are the first to 
recognise thein inferiority to those who have such splendid advantages. 
Natumlly the former in political matters defer to the opinions of the 
latter as their intellectual superiors. Unquestionably, therefore, the 
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exclusive character of the higher education in England must have 
been in times past a solid support to Conservatism in politics. 

In Scotland, on the other hand, the best schools and the Uni¬ 
versities are open to and taken advantage of by all classes of the 
people. Indeed, there are few schools even yet, and none till quite 
recently, of the kind which in England occupies the space between 
the initiatory school and the University. The Scotch boy remains 
at the school where he learnt the rudiments of knowledge till the 
time when, should ho wish 'to prosecute his studies further, he enters 
the University. Except for a few modem instances, there are no 
schools in Scotland in the ix»sition of Harrow, Eton, &c., in England. 
Here, then, we have to notice the important fact that there are no 
schools in Scotland, recognized as national institutions, such as those 
in England, providing an education of the highest class and restricted, 
by the cost of attending them, to the aristocratic or wealthy classes. 
There is absent from secondary education in Scotland an element of 
social distinction which exists in England. In the University, again, 
the same thing may bo observed. The students do not reside within 
the walls of the college, and the superintendence of the governing 
body over the students does not extend beyond the institution itself, 
'riie Scotch student lives where ho pleases and how he pleases. He 
may live in a garret, on the coarsest of fare aud clothed in the 
plainest of dress, and no one can interfere with him. His only 
expense, apart from the purchase of books and his own maintenance, 
is the payment of foes to the University; and as these fees are small 
they need form no barrier to the entrance of the comparatively poor 
Avithin its walls. The biographies of many of Scotland’s most 
eminent men record their struggles to obtain the advantages of the 
University in the midst of poverty. Take, for example, the case of 
'rhomas Carlyle, whose life has recently attracted the attention of the 
whole English-speaking world. Every one knows how hard was the 
struggle of his father and mother, and how groat his own poverty 
while he attended Edinburgh University. Alluding to this topic, 
Mr. Gladstone, in the Rectorial address delivered to the University 
of Glasgow, in December 1879, says:— 

“ Of the 590 students ” (in the Humanity Class) “ who may be taken, 
I understand, fairly to represent the average of the University, about 
one-thii'd, or more exactly 199, ai-e so far independent in their means 
that they are not diverted from their actulemic work by smy other occu¬ 
pation. But there are no lass than 391, or two-third.s of the whole, who 
keep their place in the University absolutely, or almast in every case, 
by one form or another of private employment added on, through the 
whole or a portion of the year, to the biu'den of their studies. Two hundred 
and forty-one are thus engaged in extriuieous work, both during the session 
and through the summer. One hundred and thirty-five, without doubling 
their task during the session, are vanously employed through the summer. 
The remaining sixteen join a busitiess to their academic pursuits during 
the winter. The intending lawyei's 8U"e clerks in writers’ ofiices, the 
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teachei-s to l>e, lunl others, are omployeil in teaching, and some as pupils, 
in tlio tiuiuing colleges. Some youths ju*e exeit'ised in mission work. 
‘The remainder,’ says Professor’ Kamsay, ‘are distributed over every 
conceivable kind of enijdoyinent. In the Humanity Class this year aro 
included joiners, minei-s, brassfounders, lx>otmakers, tailors, gi-ocers, 
engineer's, shipbuilder's, di-airei'S, stewards of steamer's, a toll-keept^r,’ who- 
may, I suppo.so, well be .«aid to levy toll first of all upon himself, ‘ a pocket- 
book-maker, a blacksmith,’ with other's.” 

I 

Let US remember, also, how wide the higher education in Scotland, 
such as it is. is sprt>ad among the jieople. Scotland, with a popu¬ 
lation of millions, sends yearly over 6500 students to the 
University. Within the walls of the college there never have been 
the social distinctions which prevailed at one time in the Unglish 
Universities. Ever}* student is on the same footing socially as far a.s 
the University is concerned. Now the effect of this widespread and 
cheap higher education is, that the learned man in Scotland is not 
assumed to be of the higher classes, for in the majority of cases he i.s 
not. He as likely as not is one of the masses, sympathizing with 
them in their views and participating in their welfare. His own imme¬ 
diate inter'ests, and those of the people dearest to him, are not those 
of the aristocracy, but of the general mass of the people, including the 
poorer classes. Tlius, while in England the influence of learning is 
toward aristocratic or class government, or Conservatism, its influence 
in Scotland is towards democratic government, or Liberalism. In 
the one countiy the able man among the masses is met by an 
opiwnent fully disciijlined by the best intellectual training the couniry 
can afford, and who, therefore, frequently compels him to acknow¬ 
ledge his inferiority; in the other, he is aided by men of his own 
class as well as the higher, .whose mental discipline is of the best 
in the land. The Liberalism of Scotland is clearly maintained and 
stimulated by the character and wide embrace of the national system 
of education. 

2. The Church.—^Tliere are two infloences which tend to maintain 
the aristocratic or class attitude of the clergy in the Church of England 
—^viz., the nature of the higher education there, which has been alluded 
to, and the system of patronage. Any one who hopes for preferment on 
taking holy orders, must prepare himself for his duties by attending 
one of the Universities, whose gates, we have seen, are only opened 
by the golden key. Of course every clei^man of the Church of 
England has not enjoyed the advantage of such an education; but 
few of those who have not are beneficed, and fewer still, if any, attain 
high preferment. This is due partly to the large Church patronago 
in the hands of the Universities, which makes them a leading avenue 
to success in the clerical profession ; partly to the prejudice in favour 
of au Umverwty education j and partly to the wealth of the majority 
of patrons, wMch enables them to send those of their dependents 
whom thOy design for benefices to the Universities. The class, there- 
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foro, from which tljo clorgy who direct the currents of thought in the 
Ohurch are drawn, is the moneyed and upper class. Patronage, again, 
very obviously tends in the same direction. The patron who has a 
living at his disposal, finds here an opportunity of making provision 
for some of the junior members of his family at a very cheap rate. 
The family living is almost as continuously occupied by a member of 
the same aristocratic race as the family seat itself. If, however, by 
some mischance there is no relative ready to fill it, the patron looks 
out for a clergyman as nearly as possible of his own social status. 
The friendly intei’chauge of good ofiices between the hall and the 
parsonage is so froqu('nt that, for his own comfort, the squire thinks 
it necessary to have a member of his own class in the living. The 
parson is completely identified with the squire and his interest. 
The clerg)' accoidingly belong to, or arc dependent upon, the aristo- 
pi-a:y of birth or wealth, and share theii* opinions and sympathize with 
their feelings. 

Let us look now at th(‘ form of Church government. Till recently 
tlie laity had no voice in the management of Church affairs. The 
whole administrativt) and doctrinal questions in the Church were dis¬ 
cussed and setth'd in the Houses of Convocation, in which no layman 
had the right to appear. The clergy, forming a distinct order in the 
State, had the soh‘ power of managing the most important of all 
human affairs. Within the Chmch the ranks and degrees are various 
and of serious difference: the curate, the beneficed clergyman, the rural 
dean, the I'esidentiary canon, the dean, the bishop, and archbishop. 
The Church is really a kingdom within the nation {imperium in 
imp(yrio), with the Sovereign for supremo head, with the bishops for 
its spiritual peers, and with various orders of more or less aristocratic 
rank. The effect of such an institution on its rulers,, and through 
them on its members, can scarcely be other than anti-democratic, 
because it maintains a pattern of class supremacy before the public 
mind, 'fhe whole system presents a model, not of republican sim¬ 
plicity and equality, but of ranks and degrees, which, translated into 
society at large, correspond very much to the class differences which 
Conservatism seeks to perpetuate. The closest adherents of the estab¬ 
lishment naturally desire to prevent all change of a serious character 
even in spheres totally unconnected with ecclesiastical affairs; for 
they fear that, if these changes take place outside the Church, the 
spirit of innovation may spread within its borders. The forces which 
the Church has at its command are therefore directed towards the 
mainteixance of the present order of things; and these forces are- 
enormous. With an organization elaborated through centuries by 
the most talented minds in the kingdom, with splendid revenues from 
different sources, with th.e prestige due to the recognition and support 
of the Government, and numbering among its adherents the most 
powerful men of the time, the influence of the Church on the na^onal 
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life for good or evil can scarcely be exaggerated. Now this force is, 
for the reasons which have been already given, largely thrown into 
the Conservative scale. Although there are many Liberals among 
the English clergy, yet as an institution the Church is anti-demo¬ 
cratic or Conservative. Its support is given all the more readily 
to the C’onservutive party on account of the conflict which the 
Church wages ^yith Dissent. The latter appeals in England more 
especially to the masses, among whom it finds the majority of its 
adherents. It has no interests inclining it in favour of rank or 
wealth, and, as might be expected, Liberal opinions are entertained 
by the majority of Dissenters. Thus the conflict between the Church 
and the Dissenters, extending from ecclesiastical to political and 
social aftairs, tends to confirm the clergymen of the Church of Eng¬ 
land in their Conservative leanings. 

The Scottish Church, on the other hand, contrasts broadly with the 
Church of England in its form, and the classes from which its clergj'- 
men are drawn. The freedom and cheapness of University education, 
and the compamtively easy passage from the University to the Church, 
secure a full representation of all classes of the people among the 
clergy. The minister may be, and voiy often is, the son of a small 
farmer, tradesman, or artisan. Nay, it is one of the ambitions com¬ 
mon among the niral population to have a son in the pulpit. I’o 
attain this, the head of the family frequently spends his savings, and 
sacrifices the future of his other children. No inconsiderable numbt'r 
of tliose who have attained by their talents prominent and powerful 
positions in the Scottish Church, have sprung from the humbler ranks 
of society. Their sympathii's are not those of the aristocrat, but of 
the man who has risen by constant and strenuous exertion above the 
rank of his birth. Nor can ho forget the struggles of those by whosi' 
aid he succeeded. Their interests are his own. By closer and more 
intimate contact with the masses his opinions are more nearly allied 
to theiro. He sympathizes with their struggles and diflSculties, and 
resents any injustice they may suffer. The system of patronage 
t‘xisted in Scotland until the year 1874, when it was abolished by 
Disraeli’s government. It resulted undoubtedly in the frequent dis¬ 
play of favouritism as between candidates. But through the influence 
of the Church courts it never took the same form of decided nepotism, 
nor, indeed, went to the same extreme as in England. 

The contrast is not confined to the clergy, but extends to Church 
government. The Church of England has all the settled forms of a 
kingdom within the nation; the Scottish Church is essentially a 
republic. The form of Church government is Presbyterian. To 
begin with the lowest form of organization in the Church, the parish 
is superintended by a clergyman, aided by a body of laymen chosen 
out of the congregation, called the elders, and forming together the 
Kiik Session, The elders perform some of the duties which in 
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England are performed by the clergyman. The next higher court, 
the presbytery, consists of all the ministex’s of the parishes within 
its bounds, and one elder chosen by each Kirk Session j it has con¬ 
siderable power in the way of superintendence over individual con¬ 
gregations and their clergymen, and in admitting candidates to the 
clerical offico. Then thei'e aro district assemblies called synods, 
made up of the memlxers, lay and clerical, of the different presbyteries 
within th(? province. The synods meet so many times a year to con¬ 
sider the affix irs of the province, and to h^ar appeals from the 
presbyteries. Last, and highest of all, tlieiv is the gi’and council of 
the whole Ohui’ch, composed of deh'gates, both lay and clerical, in 
certain proportions from tho pxresbyteries and certain public bodies. 
This body, called the Genei*al Assembly, is the supreme governing 
power of the Church, acknowledging no tcmjioral head. Her Majesty’s 
(.Vxniraissioner is usually present at the meetings of Assembly, but he 
takes no pDart in the discussions, and, according to the standards of 
tho Chux*ch, his pxivsence is not a ut'cessity. Now it is to be noted 
that the lay element is freely included, and possesses much influence 
uxid pjower in all the assemblies in xvhich the most important ques- 
tioixs, doctrinal ajxd administrativt', are si*ttli>d. Tin' representative 
elder sits in the General Assembly, anddcdivei’s his opxinion and gives 
his vote as well as his minister, ixpon the most solemn occasions-. 
He sits in judgment in cases of heresy, and his decision xnay lead to, 
or prevent, sentence of depxosition. He may be a pw'rson of compara¬ 
tively liumble x’ank, and yet ho is admitted into the most impoi^ant 
offices. The effect of such an institution on the xnind of tho people, 
who are clost'ly attached to it, can scarcely be other than democratic. 
The equality of the clergyman and layman in tlie right to sit in tho 
highest courts, the freedom of discussion, and the total absence of 
aristocratic or class leanings or ilistinctioixs in the Church, make it a 
powerful instrument in favour of Liberal thought. Let it bo obseiwed, 
however, that the Scottish Church, as a Church, generally abstains 
from any active interference in politics. What wo are speaking of 
just now is not the meddling with pxolitical and electioneering tactics, 
which is often seen on the other side of the border, but rather of the 
silent and pxowerful impulse towards democracy, which a great and 
popmlar institution, formed on the basis of absolute equality, must 
give, especially in a counfa*y where ecclesiastical questions and dis¬ 
cussions have always excited the deepxest interest. The absence of 
aristocratic supremacy and aristocratic forms from the constitution of 
the body in which the people are most deeply interested, gradually 
instils in other departments of tho national life those jxopular ideas 
and sentiments which are at the root of Liberalism. The Church 
first roused popular feeling at the time of tho Reformation, when it 
appxealed from the nobles to the people for support. It has by its 
democratic forms continued to maintain the democratic sentiment 
VoL. 130.—No. 5. Q Q 
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-ever since. The feeling of the Chui’ch towards Dissenters displays 
none of the bitterness wliich is displayed in England. The Church 

'Of Scotland and the larger dissenting bodies live in terms of the 
closest friendship. The clergymen of these Churches exchange 
pulpits and perform for each other many friendly oflices. The form 
of government of the principal dissenting bodies in Scotland is sub¬ 
stantially tho same as that of the Established Church, and possesses 
the some democratic characteristics. The controversies between tlu’ 
•Churches have none ol^the feeling of caste. A minister of a dissent¬ 
ing church, should his character and talents justify it, is as much 
. respected by the community at largo as though he belonged to the 
Established Church. One of the reasons, therefore, for the active 
interest in the ditferent political parties taken by the Church and the- 
Dissenters in England docs not exist in Scotland. The Church of 
-Scotland is not identified with either pai’ty, and does not exert its 
influence against the popular feeling. But the freedom and equality 
• displayed in its organization have been powerful means of educating 
the Scottisli people in democratic ideas. 

3. The inilmmce of the landed aristocracy.—The third influence' 
La political life to which the long suivival of Conservative opinions 
may be traced is that of the' landed pvopri(!tors. They composes llu* 
class whose privih'gcs are attacked by the more popular of recent 
Radical movements. The patrician right to.enjoy and command, and 
tho people's duty to snff'er and obey, are not being recognized with th(' 
same unquestioning assent as formerly. As a class, although tlieiv 
are many exceptions, tho landed j^i'oprietors are ranked against the 
tendency to change which Liberalism seeks to guide and develop. 
Their interests demand that thoir opinions should b(^ strongly 
anti-dcmocratic and Conservative. In England the landed pro¬ 
prietor has retained a place and influence wliich is not possessed by 
his compeer in Scotland. From tlio earliest times to tho present the 
English people have looked up to tho aristocracy for guidance in 
national difficulties, and not always in vain. Tho nobles have gained 
therefore in times past a position as advisers and rulers, which the 
people have acquiesced in. This position is rendered more secure bv 
the frequent residence of the English landlord at his countiy seal. 
which is com]3aratively near tho capital. Either by himself or by 
members of his family the hall is brought frequently into contact witli 
the cottage. The peasant sees and knows in his landlord one who is not 
only by birth, education, wealth, and social position lus superior, but 
■one who ordinarily uses these advantages for tho benefit of his 
■dependents. Such a personage has enormous power for promoting a 
political cause if he cares to exercise it. Moreover, his frequent 
residence at his country seat enables him to take a leading shai-o in 
the management of county affairs, in the administration of justice, and 
in the social county gatherings. The county balls and dinners and 
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othei’ functions, more or less official, and tlie meets daring the 
fox-hunting season, make him known more' or less intinantely by a 
circle of his less distinguished neighbours. He presides at quarter 
sessions, or as Lord Lieutenant, High Sheriff, or Justice of the Peace 
he takes a part in magisterial business. Hence he is kept constantlyin 
touch with the community at large, whose opinions are greatly 
moulded by his. The wealth and high social position of the English 
landed proprietor, combined with his constant or at least frequent 
association with the masses of the people, give him an influence over 
their opinions which he is not slow to exercise in the direction of 
his own Conservative views. 

In Scotland, however, the position of the landed aristocracy is 
different. The nobles long ago lost touch with the mass of the Scot¬ 
tish people, and have never regained it. To trace the occasion of this 
we must go back to the time of the lleformation, and the political 
commotions which resulted iji the establishment of Presbyterianism. 
After the nobility in Queen Mary's reign had, by the help of the 
people, overthrown the combined power of the throne and the Romisli 
Church, and had established tlxe Protestant faith as the dominant 
religion, the leaders ]ioi>ed that their own power would be consoli¬ 
dated by tJio weakening of that of the Crown, and that they would be 
enriched by the spoils of the Church. But the clergy of the Reformed 
Church were not at all willing to forego their claim to the Church's 
patrimony, and to sec it seculaidzed and transferred to private indi- 
vidnals. Th('.y claimed to bo maintained by the teinds and Church 
revenues which the nobles had seized. The nobles refused to 
entertain their claim, and offered to the clergy a very inadequate 
supixu’t out of tlio spoils. The consequence of tht^ quan*el was to 
withdraw Iho nobles from supporting the Refoniiers, and to leave the 
lattt'r to fight the battle of the Church. The ministers appealed to the. 
people for support, and in return adopted the popular cause by main¬ 
taining the political rights of the commonalty. This position induced 
them to change the form of Church government from the aristocratic 
hierarchy of bishops to the democratic equality of Presbyterianism. 
The people took up the cause of the Church and the Presby¬ 
terian form of government with extraordinary enthusiasm. The 
history of Scotland for more than a century consists of an account 
of the struggle which ensued. The conflict, which lay between the 
Presbyterian Kirk and the mass of the people on the one liand, and 
the king, nobles, and ^bishops on the other, ended in tlie triumph of 
the former. The result was that the nobility, discredited by the defeat, 
lost the guidance of the popular mind and ceased to be the trusted 
h'aders of the people. The Kirk and its ministers took their place for 
nearly a century and a half, and ruled the people with almost despotic 
power. The popular respect for the ministers and ecclesiastical bodies 
almost amounted to a superstition, and clearly interfered with the 
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growth of fft'lings of jittsidunent towards the nobility. 'Hiis estrange¬ 
ment was accentuated by the circumstances which attended tin* Union 
of th(‘. two ]'arliament.s in tho reign of Queen Anne, and by the* 
consequences of tin* transference of tJie seat of gov(‘rnment to London. 
The Union of the two Legislatures was not at first a popular measure 
in Scotland. Its opponents took advantage of some payments made 
to the nobles in respect of old di'bts due by the ancient Scottish 
Oovernmc'iit, and compensation for tlie Uarien disast(‘r, to declare that 
the country had been sold. The feeling was very strong, and made 
some of tlie nobles who supported the Union very uniwpular. But a 
stronger effect was produc(*d by the S(*paration of the nobles from their 
country by their absc'nce in England. The necessity of attending the 
old Scots Parliament conq)idled many of the nobles to have residences 
in l^ldinburgh, where tlu*y were comparatively new their country seats. 
But as soon as the Union took place all this was changed. Every 
one who hoped to take part in tho government of the country, and 
to enjoy the fruits of his labours, followed the Ijegislature in its 
migration. There was little chance of anv one getting office unli*ss 
he and his friends W(‘re in Jjondon to press his suit. There was 
thus a continual drain of the aristocratic element to Fjondon. So 
marked did this become that English writers and politicians freqiumtly 
commented on tin* iiiHux of Scotchmen into the capital, and their 
constant intrigues for place. Edinburgh Avas completely destu’ted by 
the nobles, and feAV, if any of tliem, have residences there now. 
'riieir absence from their native land naturally weakened their inflnenci' 
among their own peojile. They were no longer ki*pt in touch with 
their neighbours, their hold on public opinion was loosened, and they 
gradually ceased to take the saim* share in public affairs in their own 
district.s. There is therefore a gi’eat contrast between the English 
and Scotch county magnate. T'he iutluonce of the- one has been 
constant from the earliest times, whereas tin* other lost his power 
when his class ran counter to the predominant feeling of the country, 
'fhe one is an ever-present participant in local business and affairs, 
wluu’eas the other for more than a century and a half has been 
removed from the society of, and contact with, his neighbours by 
frequent and prolonged absences in a distant capital. In recent 
times the attractions offered by a rich and luxurious capital have to 
some degree perpetuated the custom. So that, unless for the pur¬ 
poses of sport or on casual visits, the large landowner is not often 
seen in his native land. The third great influence on the side of 
Conservatism in England, while not entirely absent, is reduced to 
comparatively small proportions in Scotland. 

A^pting, therefore, the democratic tendency of the early Scottish 
thought arid the doctrinaire character of the Scottish intellect, we 
find that the Existing national institutions tend naturally towards the 
popular and Liberal platform. The genius of the Church and the 
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University is democratic, and it is not opposed by tho inilneuce of a 
powerful aristocracy popular with the people. In Jilnglaiid, on tlu> 
other hand, the genius of the Church and the University is aristo¬ 
cratic and exclusive, and they are combined with a |)owerfnl 
aristocracy and landed interest in a strong phalanx against democrat ic 
thought. The University ri'ceives within her w'alls a body of students 
almost entirely of the wealthy class, and many of lier best and 
noblest tesichers conic from the Church. The Church widcomes to 
high preferment those who have distinguished themselves in the 
Univei’sity as scholars, and relies on it for supjiort. The landed 
gentleman has been educated in. and hopes to send liia son to, tin* 
one institution, whili* In* is conm'cted wnth the other by member¬ 
ship and by his riglifc of patronage. The relations of tho whole 
three institutions ai*i‘ close and of the most cordial nature. An 
attack on one is resented as a threatened injuiy to the otlu'r two, 
which must be repelled by all their powers. There is an alliance 
strong and constant against any attack by their common foe, tin* 
di*mocracy. 

'fhe Scotch Church holds up before the people by its constitution 
an example of democratic government, of which the k«‘ystone is the 
{^quality of its uumibcirs. Its symjmthies are with the mass of the 
people, from which its members and clergy are drawn. It does not 
d(*pend for its support on any particular class. It is closely connect(*d 
Avitli the Univisrsitii's, >>*111011 open their gates to eveiy rank of the 
community, and tlu'se two great forces are not oppos(>d by any that " 
could >voaken their influence. 

It is, therefore, not only on account of its past history, ortho in¬ 
tellectual character of the people, but by the, constant action of 
existent influences, that-.Scotland is Liberal. So far as it is possible 
to forecast the, future, it may be prt'dicted that these, influt'nces v/ill 
continue to operate, and >vill result in the steady development and 
advance in Scotland of Liberal thought and Liberal principles. 



EXPERIENCES IN THE SOUDAN AND 

ABYSSINIA.* 


Mr. Wylde is a merchant, ^yho, after having spent some years in 
that capacity in Ceylon and on the Malabar coast, had been occii-* 
pied in trading operations at Suakim for a considerable period before 
the events of 1883 and subsequent years of disorder and war in the 
Eastern Soudan. Of these stirring times ho kept a record, and here 
describes them. 

During his residence on the Red Sea ftttoral, Mr. Wylde had 
acquired command of colloquial Arabic and an intimate knowledge 
of the people’s ways. His intimate relations with the caravan 
merchants also gave him full insight into the customs and opinions 
of most or all the tribes of the Eastern Soudan, he being frequently 
in communication with Berber and Khartoum. He also knew 
Massowah and its Egyptian officials; also their relations, more or 
less disreputable, with the Abyssinians. As to the latter, ho had 
come in contact with Ras Aloula and other of their leaders; so that 
he was able to be of very great assistance in aiding Sir William 
Hewett, whom he accompanied to Adowa in February 1884, when 
our Treaty with King John was made—which, as Mr. Wylde asserts, 
later on, the British Government has done nothing to fulfil.® Be¬ 
sides these qualifications for dealing with the history of the period, 
Mr. Wylde is an enthusiastic sportsman; so that the lively little 
narratives he gives under this head render its pages attractive to 
many who desire to shun the confused politics of Egyptians, Abys¬ 
sinians, Mahdists, and our Foreign Office—^which Mr. Wylde does his 
best to unravel. Military, readers will find much to interest them in the* 
details that the author gives of several of the sanguinary conflicts of 
which Suakim was the base. Perhaps the most valuable portions of 
the work are those that describe the notable men with whom he was* 
brought into close personal contact, from General Gordon in 1877— 
when, as an Egyptian Pasha, he went up to treat with King John— 
to Admiral Hewett, Stewart, Cameron (the Special), Burnaby, Sir 
Charles WarreQ> Generals Graham and Freemantle, several of the 

' ’d.S'iio ’87 tri the Boudm; teHk m Account of Sir WiStam Hewett’e Mission to King’ 
John of A^gssinia. Two vols. With map. By A. B. Wylde, Bemington & Co, 

® See article, •' Italy and Abyssinia,” inthc Wbstminsteii Review for March 1888. 
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naval oflScers, and others who took prominent parts in the struggles 
of the eventful four years covered by this history. 

The narrative dates from November 1883, when Mahdism was first 
recognized as a menacing jwrtent, as proved by the destruction at 
Melbeis of tlie Eg 3 q)tian force under Hicks Pasha and Aliedeen Pasha. 
This event caused an uneasy feeling at Suakim, which shortly after 
was sharply stimulated by the overthrow of three-fourths of the 
garrison of that place that had proceeded by way of Trinkitat to - 
relieve Tokar, bat were utterly routed at El Teb by the Dervishes, 
and by the subsequent destruction of two companies that had started 
to relieve Singat. The writer, speaking of these affairs, says:— 

“What a change! A vear ago not an Eastern Soudani would stand. 
up against a rille; ho did not understand it. Ho saw it only in the 
hands of Europeans, mostly Englishmen, who came to the Soudan for 
sport. In fact, the Soudanese stood in awe of the rifle and its little 
bit of lead that could kill everything, from the largest of wild beasts • 

to the smallest of the gazelles.There is evidently now no more 

chance of a handful of Egyptians b(‘ing able to bully a whole tribe of' 
Soudanese, and the outlook is far from a bright one.” 

Our author then describes the panic whicli, with many ludicrous 
circumstances, just then possessed the people of Suakim, and tho 
clumsy efforts made to fortify its outlying suburb of Gef, a panic 
which was only allayed by II.M.S. Jlanger taking up a position that 
cominanded the approaches. This reassured the people for the time; 
but he thus explains “ the inexplicable change” that had come over- 
these trembling Egyptian subjects: “ I could see, and the natives 
also mentioned it, that Gordon, by his good government and help,. 
liad educated the Soudanese up to having a feeling of their own, and 
how the oppression of the Egyptians had worked on tho people it 
was hard to say.” 

As several of the leading “ rebels,” Osman Digna included, had 
preperty in the town, many of its inhabitants, thinking to side with ’ 
the rising power, went off to Osman’s camp. Mr. Wylde, at this 
stage of his record, makes some tentative effort to account for tho 
uprising. This was just after Baker Pasha was appointed Governor- - 
General of the Eastern Soudan, with whom Mr. Wylde, who had been 
sent by him to Massowah, was very intimate. The author puts it 
thus: “The tribes wanted to have legitimate commerce developed. 
Many of the slave-dealers, since Gessi’s expedition and the detention 
of Zebehr Pasha, had given up slaving, and, though they had not 
wholly succeeded, were getting another living; and, not being helped' 
since Gordon Pasha’s departure, they had hailed Mahdism with delight, 
as a means of perhaps upsetting the Egyptian authority, which they 
detested, and getting back the easier and most remunerative mode of 
living. The reaction on the tribes, who were doing a large, trade 
with the Europeans, and expected a railway to bo built to develop 
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their trade, as it had got so congested, would also be against Egyptian 
rule, and not against Europeans, who had nothing to do with taxing 
them.” 

He says that Baker Pasha had a good idea of what the Soudan 
wanted, and was just the man to win the tribes back from Mahdism, 
but the material under him was as bad as it could be, and he had 
not time left to' get it into order. ]\Ir. Wylde gives a graphic 
description (p. 80 ) of the effects of the suddcm ajinounccmenJ of 
the abandonnumt of the Soudan by the Egyptians, of which he was 
first told by jMason Bey—the energetic American naval lieutenant, 
of whom he gives many interesting particulars. Bad as the Egyptian 
rule had been, the people, for whom Suakim was the centre of 
civilization, were, because of its absolute cessation, w'ithout anything 
being sot up instead, thrown into a state of utter consternation: 
“ All that had been before was at an end; no more taxes, no more* 
soldiers, no more Pashas, no more security, but absolute fn^edom to 
do what you ph'ased. No revolution, no change of dynasty or 

government, was ever so sudden.It meant ruin to those wdio 

were left up country ; it meant ruin to all those who had interests 
in the Soudan; it meant anarchy, murder, and the cessation of all 

law and order.The instant destruction of years of work 

(mainly that of tlie few' Europeans in service of the Khedive) that 
had partly civilized the inhabitants.” And yet, as he says when at 
ifassowah: “ I never witnessed such cruelty as the Egyptians practise: 
Jio wojider the fellaheen do not like being taken for soldiers. Some 
of the men on board the mail-boat had seen forty years’ service, and 
wore treated w'orse than dogs.” Their rations had been appropiiated 
by their thieving commanders. And in the regular policy, if such 
it can be calh'd, pursued towards the cultivators, the same hopeless 
eftexst is produced. Aft('r speaking of the fertility that springs up 
round wells and water-courses, the author remarks: “ A gi’eat draw¬ 
back is that the Egyptian official taxes all cultivation, and once a 
man pays taxes he alw'ays has to do so, as no excuse of drought is 
taken. If the country ever falls into the hands of a Government 
that will give; the inhabitants a small premium for every well 
they open and eveiy acre they cultivate, it will soon change its 
•aspect.” Sufficient revenue might, he considers, be obtained by 
lightly taxing the jiroduce w'hen it enters t^e, tpwn ,and comes to the 
coast for export. 

As Mr. Wylde’s history follows the course of his journals, it is so 
mixed up with personal narratives, anecdotes, all more or less racy, 
and sporting episodes, thatit becomes exceedingly difficult to trace from 
it the regular sequence of public events; but we must try to do that 
to some extent. As he came up the coast from Massowah the vessel 
•stopped offi^Tnnkitat, soon, by the intimation of stray bullet- 
•shots from the shore, they were' made aware that something had gone 
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wrong. This proved to be what he speaks of as “ the awful cata¬ 
strophe” of Baker Pasha’s defeat and utter rout of his cowardly 
]3gyptian force by the Dervishes at El-Teb. Mr. Wylde was much 
shocked at the loss of many of his friends, native as well as 
European, amongst the latter being Dilorice Bey, Dr. Leslie, Forrestcr- 
Walker, and others, whom he had known for years. Here it may b<* 
well that we should bear in mind that all these disasters occuiTed 
after the destruction of the nascent National Government of Eg^’pt, 
mainly in consequence of our bombardment of Alexandria and the 
deportation to Ceylon of Arabi and his native Egyptian lieuttmants. 

On arriving at Snakim, Mr. Wylde found Admiral Hewett in 
charge there as Covernor-Cencral, to whom he reported himself, and 
gave full details of the valuable and extensive information he* had 
■obtained n‘garding the Aby-ssinians, and the condition of tliir.gs on 
the borders. He found his house still occupied as the Mnglisli oHicers’ 
mess, under the care of Mrs. Sartoriiis, to whose own lively ncconiit 
of this period readers may bo suitably referred. An English expedi¬ 
tion was then expected, though nothing was known as to its compo¬ 
sition or plan of oporatious. Meantime, much confusion prevailed 
at Siiakim, caused by the demoralis5*‘d Egyptian soldiery and the 
dispirited townspeople. “ The Mahdi was the rising star; ho was 
the most powerful person in the Soudan; ” and it was only to be 
exijected that those wlu) had much to lose, as well as others w'ho 
had everything to gain, “ should throw in their lot with the 
stronger party.” ’J’he environs had to be patrolled, and supplies 
had to be secured from the interior. In these services Mr. Wylde, 
whose knowledge of the vernacular patok was specially useful, and 
who had brought with him trusty Abyssinian scouts, w'as engaged by 
Baker J^asha and Colonel Hallam Pair, who had come from Cairo as 
Commandant. lie also constantly consulted the Admiral, with 
whom it was already agreed he should pi’oceod on the King John 
mission as soon as tho policy could be settled. For some days the 
rabble of troops were in oiien mutiny, and were with difficulty 
restrained from effecting a wholesale gaol deliveiy. The worst 
“ were Zebehr’s blacks, who had no discipline,” and incited the 
mean-spirited Egyptians to extend and prolong the disorder, 
which, with various amusing interludes, was only finally suppressed 
by a wholesale flogging, administered under the auspices of Admiral 
Hewett’s Marines, which ceremony Mr. Wylde describes with much 
aest. When the submarine telegraph got to work tho public of 
Suakim then heard about Gordon’s mission to Khartoum and Colonel 
Stewart’s movements; but not even Brewster Bey—one of tho best 
men in the Egyptian service—could understand what the policy was, 
though every qpo knew that Gordon wielded great personal influence 
■over all the tribes. As to the Nile Expedition—though Mr. Wylde 
disapproved of that route—ho remarks that, had it been started “ in 
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December 188JJ instead of in February 1884, there would not have 
been the ghastly butcher’s bill and the onus of the lives of thousands 
of human creatures at some people’s doors.” It may seem strange 
that a short three months should make all that difference; but we 
must leave the ‘‘ some people ” concerned, at Whitehall and Cairo, 
to settle that ainOngst themselves. 

About this time—though Mr, Wylde disdains details of dates— 
Singat was closely invested by the Dervishes, only some forty miles 
from Snakim; and one of the author’s more graphic stories (pp. 
12G-129) is that of the heroic defence made there by Tewfik Bey, 
for Avhora Mr. Wylde had great respect, and who appears to have 
been by far the best of the native Egyptian leaders. He died fight¬ 
ing to the last; and the savage satisfaction of his enemies was 
manifested on his remeins in a fashion which it would bo unpleasant 
to specify. ‘ Mr. Wylde says; “I shall never forget the piercing 
shrieks of the women in Suakim when the news aiTived of the 
massacre of the Singat garrison. Tlie majority of the men that had 
fallen were townspeople, and belonged to the local Bashi-Bazouks— 
who are half-breeds of Egyptian and Turkish origin, and mostly 
make courageous soldiers. Shortly aftoi*wards Tokar capitulated, 
but in that case the garrison and people were spared. Tli<‘se 
massacres made Osman Digna, as representative of the Malidi, master 
of the whole Eastern Soudan. The preparations to receive the 
British expedition wei’e now going on apace; coolies from Jeddali 
were swarming in the place, and Mr. Wylde seems to have been a 
sort of general bazaar-master, having a rough time of it, at which 
“ the stick Avas served out ” regularly every day, with the approval of 
the Admiral, who was dot(>rmined to secure order before the troops 
arrived. By the end of February the Indian Contingent w'as coming 
in, (ieneral Graham had arrived, and on March ,1 the battle of El 
Teb had been fought, from Trinkitat as the base j and this victory put 
fresh spirits into all concerned. Mr. Wylde gives a striking account 
of the arrival of that news in the shape of a despatch from Mr. 
Burleigh for the Daily Tdeyraph, brought overland by an Arab boy» 
wh(5 had run all tho Aveary forty-five miles across the desert during 
the night. This prioiity of new's Avas a great success for the Special. 
Captain Hastings, E.N., as chief of the Intelligence Department, 
opened the despatch, but only sent on a brief account to the War 
Office, which, being in cipher, allowed the Press despatch, which he at 
once put on the telegraph Avires, to get to the journal and the public 
first of all. Mr. Wylde remarks that in cases of this kind it is the 
right couree for Press despatches to go through the Intelligence 
ofiScers, instead of leaving them to the inevitable delay of the military 
Press censOT, whose repressive action, yfe may remember, was often so 
bitterly refuted during the Nile Expedition. He expresses admira¬ 
tion for thh i^ick shown by the Arabs in charging the British square. 
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and then records this grim reflection: “ What a shamble the road 
from the mainland at Trinkitat to Tokar must be, and how many 
thousands of people have already met their deaths there—and for 
what reason ? Summed up in two words—mal-administration and 
oppression.” 

Preparations were now almost completed for an advance in force on 
Taraai, the central position of the Dervish leader, about thirty miles 
south-west from Suakim. Here Mr. Wylde refers to the incident of 
the proclamation, drawn up, with the signature of Admiral Hewett, 
offering a reward for the capture of Osman Digna, “ dead or alive.” 
After a good growl at the newspaper correspondents, as “ a great 
nuisance sometimes,” but whose comments on this extra-military 
device secured its withdrawal, Mr. Wylde proceeds to excuse or 
justify it on somewhat better grounds than those advanced at the 
time. He seems to think that, because Osman Digna was primarily 
the emissary and “agent of the false prophet, Mahomed Achmed,” 
and not revolting against Egyptian misrule, therefore he is to be 
regarded as a public enemy, not as one of the Soudanese “struggling, 
and rightly struggling, to be free.” Besides, “ he had committed 
acts entirely inexcusable, and against all the laws of either savage or 
civilized nations,” having, amongst other atrocities, “ killed in cold 
blood a messenger who, with a flag of truce, arrived (at his camp) 
with a letter from the Admiral.” As our author puts it, and 
advised at the time, had the proclamation set out, as in an indict¬ 
ment, the crimes of which Osman was notoriously guilty, and had the 
sentence of death been also formally recorded in the document, it 
would then have had a legal quality that must have “ met with 
universal approbation, would have won for us many friends among 
the natives, and would in all probability have secured Osman Digna 
alive,” As it was, the natives themselves saw that our commanders 
did not understand the quality of the arch-scoundrel; while it was 
like a confession to the outside world that, being unable to deal with 
him in fair fight, they were driven to resort to an incitement to- 
treachery and assassination. Had the former quasi-judicial course 
been taken, and Osman’s capture secured, Mr, Wylde thinks the 
Dervish rising would have collapsed, as a new leader would have had 
to be sent from El Obeyd, and no other could have commanded half 
the influence that Osman wielded. 

The older troops having been brought away from Tokar and 
Trinkitat, the new forces, including the 10th Hussars halted on their 
way back from India, Marines collected from the China and other- 
naval stations, bluejackets from the now large fleets, mounted infantry 
from Egypt, and guns many, were now marshalled for the advance. 
Speaking of this Army Corps, when a few days later he met it; in 
order of march at Teselah, already in view of the enemy, Mr. Wylde 
remarks:—“ It was a fine right, and there could be no doubt that 
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they were at. splendid a lot of men as could bo found in the world,’’ 
His service with this expedition was the highly important one of act¬ 
ing as a guide for the advanced and reconnoitring pjirties, of wlioiu 
Colonel Ardagh, Jl.lO., was in charge, as head of the Intelligence 
Department. lie had brought with him from Massowah fifty Abys- 
sinians, trained as scouts, in which capacity tbeir services seem to 
have been cssiuitial. As ho ivinarks, had there been five hundred of 
them, the close of the great engagement at Tamai would have' been 
more satisfactory. Mr. Wylde’s narrative of the very irregular 
march with his scouts through the bush to Baker’s zareeba is full of 
very lively interest (pp. 133-147). That was from early on the llth 
to the night of the 12th, of wdiich night Im says—“I shall never 
forget it as long as 1 live.’’ I'he Arabs had begun a scattering attack, 
but which proved only to bc' desultory and without distinct plan. 
However, in the early morning !Mr. Wylde was desired by General 
Graham to go forward with his scouts to see if he could sto]) 
the firing, or, Ave may suppose, bring on the attack, if such were 
really intended. Mr. Wylde replied, “Yes, sir,” and cheerfully 
accepted this perilous ser\'ice; but, one can w(‘ll understand him 
when he adds: “ I woidd much rather you went out than mo! ’’ 
and an officer, one of his friends, chaffed him with the grim 
remark: “ I will look after your things if you don’t come back.’’ 
However, after taking his scouts as near to the enemy's lines as they 
could get without being .seen, ho returned, about 8 I’.M., to report to 
tlu' Geiu*ral, who directed liiin, after resting his men, to join the 
mounted infantry. The force was then marshalled; and ho then 
describes the pause before the battle—“ the tt*rrible loss of so many 
brave men”—which he thinks might have been lessened had more 
regard been had to an intimation actually sent in from Suakim by 
a spy of tlie Admiral's as to the I'xact place on the banks of Khm*- 
Ghob nullah where tho Arabs intended to make their attack. He 
writes: “ 'rhere s(‘emed to bo dead stillness over everything, as wlu'ii 
a tropical storm is going to broak, or like the calm that often pre¬ 
cedes a storm at sea; the only living things that seemed to be excited 
were the birds, esi>ecially the sand grouse and tho desert plover. 1'he 
former were flying about in large packs, prevented from getting their 
usual morning drink at the water at Tamai, owing to its being occu- 
jned, while their feeding-ground was taken up by the troops advancing.” 
As full descriptions of the action as given by the Specials at tho 
time, and subsequently revised by the military authorities, are 
familiar to most readers, we can readily accept Mr. Wylde’s account 
of the only part of the turmoil in which he mingled. Just after 
he heard the Dervish battle-cry, “ Sheik Abdul Kader,” he lost his 
camel, had to scramble for his helmet, was carried away amidst tho 
stampede of the. transport animals until he found himself jammed 
against a company of Marines. After other exciting adventures he 
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was sHll in time to witness the principal attack of the Arabs against 
(.loncral Buller’s compact array: ” The Arabs, who were in irregular 
formation and three to ten deep, came along at a run, and it was 
just like a big black wave mnning up to a beach. It began to 
break on the crest, the white foam being represented by the men 
that fell simultaneously with every volley, and the wave began to 
grow less and less the more it neared the square. Within 250 yards 
it nearly ceased, and not one man could get near enough to u.se 
his spefir. It was an awful siglit, and as an exliibition of pluck, or 
I'ather fanaticism, it could not be equalled. Poor, deluded Arabs!— 
thinking they could do anything wdth their spears and swords out 
in the open against disciplined troops armed with rifles of jirecision.” 
Ho speaks of the tenacity of tluj w’oundod, who strove to the last <o 
crawd to some weapon “ to have a chanco of killing a Christian, in 
the hope of going straight to Paradise;” and he excuses the killing 
of these maimed wretches as in .sheer self-defence. Ho says: “ AVe 
halted for a full half-hour on the bank.s, and the whole ground was 
thick with corpses, those killed by the shell fire having most ghastlv 
wounds. In some places the dead were literally in heaps, and in all 
sorts of positions: there were several standing against trees and bushes 
.... it -was only when we got Avithin a foAv feet that the eye could 
be seen to have the film of death upon it."’ One more quotation, 
and we must leave this ghastly reverse side of the ” glorious victory 
of Tainai: ” If. was now about one o’clock, and all the fighting was 
ov(M’. No one who witnessed tlu' horrors of a battle-field can ever 
wish to see another. Certainly I do not, or to see another man killed 
in auger .... remains of human beings strewed about in their 
thousands, slaughtered, and for what purpose ? Policy thertA was 
none. If I could have imagined any good to have been got out of 
killing these Arabs by a continuous action hereafter of help and 
trying to teach them the error of their ways, I should have been 
happy. I felt the reaction now all \s'as over, and was most 
wretched.” 

Mr. Wylde then speaks of the British slain, several of whom had 
been his friends, and whom ho had to be called to recognize under the 
disguise of their disfigurements. After describing the acute grief felt 
at the funeral service, he thus closes the chapter on “ The Horrors of 
War: ” “ The heavens, with their light fleecy clouds, were lighted up 
with that beautiful after-glow that follows the sunsets at Suakim, 
when the trenches were being covered up, shutting for ever from 
view the remains of our ]Kior comrades, who had fought so well and 
done their duty in so poor a cause.” 

As soon as these and similar melancholy duties were performed, 
Mr. Wylde entered vigorously on the preparations needed to conduct 
the Admiral’s mission into Abyssinia. In the first three chapters of 
the second volume are narrated the account of that interesting 
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episode; and tiiougli our author indulges in many digressions— 
always either interesting or important—he compensates for some 
diffuseness in his diplomatic report, by reverting to Abyssinian 
affairs more specifically in the subsequent chapters. In course of his 
diary notes of the journey from Massowah up country he relieves his 
mind on the subject of missionary enterprise in Abyssinia and the 
border lands between, where, it must be confessed, that agency of 
modern civilization has been pursued from very mixed motives and with 
many unpleasant results to all concerned. Pei’haps we shall at once 
do justice to this part of the subject and afford excuse for Mr. Wylde 
dwelling on it, by quoting one sentence: “I have had conversations 
with Has Aloula and many other influential Abyssinians on what 
they require politically and religiously, and I never heard tliem 
express any other wish than to bo left alone to mind their own affairs 
and not to have other peoples’ religions and teachings thrust down 
their throats.” 

Admiral Howett’s undertaking seems to have been rather hampered 
by the bad impressions left at the time of General Gordon's 
(Egyptian) Mission, surrounded and prejudiced as his efforts had been 
by the French, Russian, Spanish, and Italian envoys of sorts, who 
were constantly “hovering round,” while the Greek Consul at Suez 
appeal’s to have been always on the move between iMassowah and 
Adowa, and was “always hovering about the King's house.” However, 
when King »Iohu was properly informed of the Admiral’s approach, 
he brushed the intniders aside, and gave out that he w’onld see no 
strangers until the British Mission arrived. Mr. Wylde describes 
the King’s arrival at Adowa, and says of the occasion, “ as a show of 
barbaric splendour it could not bo equalled^—unlike anything I have 
seen in the East.” He speaks of King John as about five feet nine 
in stature, active and muscular, oval face, with tolerably regular 
features, except that the cheek-bones are rather high and the chin 
recedes somewhat. Ilis garments were plain, though of better stuff 
than those around him—also “ clean ; ” his only head ornament being 
a handsome gold pin stuck in his plaited hair. In receiving the 
Mission he was seated on a Bombay blackw’ood carved bedstead, 
with black cushions, tiimmed with silver lace and tassels. Compared 
with this sober state of the Negus, some of his visitors must have 
seemed gorgeously apparelled; when the intruding Consuls were in full 
uniform they eclipsed the members of our Mission; “ not the Admiral, 
in full uniform, with all his blaze of medals, or Mason Bey, in his 
brass-bound coat, could even come up to the Greek Consul; ” but 
Captain Kennedy’s soldier-servant, a 42nd Highlander, attracted 
most attention—partly because of his red coat reminding the native 
spectators of Napier’s expedition in 1868. The King had most 
of his fico covered when Admiral Hewett opened his business pi’o- 
posalSj by prewntmg our Queen’s letter—“a most gorgeous docu- 
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inent,” in an envelope of velvet and gold ; Mason Bey also presented 
a letter from the Khedive—which would have scant .velcomo; and 
Captain Speedy presented one from Lord Napier of !Magdala, the 
contents of which, we may be sure, would be eagerly conned. Then 
the presents were brought in, when, catching glimpses of rifles and 
other arms his Majesty dropped his improvised mask, and was soon 
in animated conversation (of course through an interpreter) with the 
Admiral, whose “ appropriate and manly words” were in the right stylo 
of frank diplomacy, lire interview closed, the next proceeding was 
to sot up the grand tent brought as a present for tho King; the 
scribe set to work translating the letters, and presently the Treaty 
was put into shape. This rather tough business seems to have 
occupied a few days ; then camo the grand ceremony of sealing, and 
the adorning of tho Admii’al with wonderful robes, shield, sword, 
and accoutrements embossed and gilded in grand style—not omitting 
two or three special personal ornaments, including, of coni’se, “the 
Order of Solomon.” As tho i^rincipal garment was a cai)6 trimmed 
with a lion’s mane, beads and brooches galore, the gallant Admiral 
might have held his own even in the Court of the Grand Monarque. 
Mven King John seemed impressed with the grand show that his 
much-clothed visitors made when taking leave of them, while express¬ 
ing tho hope that “ his friendship for the English would always 
last.” But the decorated travellers, when faii’ly on theii’ way down 
hill to their own camp, began to see themselves as they would have 
jqipeared to their friends at homo. Mr. Wyldc says ;—“ What would 
Bamum or Sanger have given for tho cavalcade: tho Lord Mayor of 
the period,” ho thinks, “ would have given any money to have for 
his procession a real live English Admiral di’essed as tho biggest full- 
grown Abyssinian ofiicial.” The narrator is indeed ungracious 
enough to speak of his own superb satin and belaced garment as “ a 
night-shirt,” a world too short for his long legs, which, as ho could 
not hitch his toe on to the mule’s stirrup, displayed his dangling 
extremities to the derision of his companions. 

In his chapter on “ Abyssinian Prospects ” there are many shrewd 
remarks, inteimingled with what now read as too hoipeful anticipa¬ 
tions. He says: “ I don’t think, now that England has sent a mission 
to King John, that he will in future listen to any other foreign 
Power, and it very much depends on what policy is pursued, whether 

the country will not be opened at once to trade.Peace is 

now a fact, and a brisk trade is being carried on already, with eveiy 
chance of its increase, and a good understanding will take place 
between the two countries as long as a Christian Governor is left at 
Massowah.” Briefly, it may be said that this fair prospect has been 
indefinitely postponed—first, because no English Consul was placed 
at Massowah to aid in giving effect to the Treaty; and, seamd, be¬ 
cause we allowed the essential point of that agreement to be su^r- 
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seded by the' Italian invasion, an event which w'as really invited by 
the ineptitude of our own Foreign Olfico. Here, by anticipation, 
we may refer to the concluding chapter, %vhich, though chietty occu¬ 
pied with a searching exposition of the slave-trade question—an 
unmitigated disgrace to every one concerned—deals concisely in its 
two or three closing pages with the whole subject of the Soudan, of 
Abyssinia, and the lied Sea Coast, Jiefon*, quitting the subject of 
Abyssinia we ought to quote the author's description of Ras Aloula, 
who, though he has fallen into disgract* sinc(' this was written, must, 
if h(‘ keeps his }i(*ad on. come again lo the front as the typical chief 
of King eJohn's State:— 

“ Ras Aloiilii. is a man about forty years of age, a little above the avenige 
height, s:iy about live feet nine inches. He is very well built, has broad 
shoulders and a deep chest, which makes him look shorter than he really 
is, Jle is muscular and atiilctic, and can hold his own with any men of 
his avjiiy in feats of skill, sucli as riding and shooting. He is a gi’eat 
sportsman, when ho has the lime to dev(jtt‘ to the claisc, which latterly has 
not been very often. He wears his hair cut sliort as a. rule, and lets it 
gi'ow naturally, not pliviting it like the majority of his nation. His com- 
ple.\ion is eopper-c<Joureil, not very dark ; his face oval, his nose of good 
shape, his mouth small, set olT by good tt'eth. His whole features jiro 
rjguliir, and when he smiles, w’hicli he often does when talking in private 
and not before his followers, his faee is most pleasing, and his manner 
winning. He can be very sti*rn, and on business or politicid occasions 
almost a.«! immovable as a statue. 

“ He has the reputation, and lias no donht earned it, of l)eing a good 
general, a skilful tactician, and a rapid maicher. His has been a turhident 
frontier to look after, and he has to tight agaiu.st Kgyi>tian intrigues, and 
in this he has been perfectly successful.” 

On his return to Siiakim, at the close of 1884, Mr, Wylde found 
confusion on the pier, railway, and other public works then proceeding, 
also utterly conflicting counseds as to the policy required for settling 
the vSoudan. Hence his chapter, *• Events before the 1885 Expedi¬ 
tion,” bristles with telling and hunioron.s points of criticism, and also 
gives the results of much direct and intimate knowledge of the 
region and ])eople, which miglit still be turned to good account. 
One of his convictions Mr, AVylde makes quite clear—namely, that, 
alike for the purpose of pacifying the Soudan and rescuing Gordon, 
the Snakim-Berlx'r route was the only practicable one, and the Nile 
route was utterly and wickedly wrong. So manifestly wrong, 
wasteful, and futile does he K'gai'd tlie choice of the river route, 
that he can only account for it on the hypothesis, for which there 
seems much occasion—that the decision of the British Cabinet—^that 
is, the Foreign and War Office Secretaries of the day—^had been in¬ 
fluenced by the Egyptian bondholders and wily native speculators at 
Cairo. JSTo, doubt this theory leaves out the opinion of “ our only 
Generalbut he has had his say. Mr. Wylde puts his side of the 
argument thusCommerce opened the Soudan; and modem 
commerce is a never-failing guide to general or politician to the 
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cheapjst and best route to any interior. The water picnic vid the Nile 
is one of the most splendid firework schemes that hao e7er been put 
before an admiring world.” It was early in February that vague 
news filtered into Suakim about the fall of Khartoum j but we must 
refer readers to pages 80-86 for the author’s reflections on the fate 
of Gordon, and his review of the desperate march across the Bayudah 
J)esert, with the grievous losses at Abu Klea and Abu Kru—all the 
prominent men there sacrificed being well known and deeply mourned 
at Suakim—Ster9'art, Burnaby, Cameron, and the rest. The only 
consolation to set against the bitter grief of that period Mr. Wylde 
suggests, is, that had it not been for the superstition that deters the 
Arabs from making night attacks, every British soldier and ally south 
of Dongola would have been utterly swept away. As to the still 
debated question whether, if the steamers had started immediately 
from Gubat, the fall of Khartouirr would have been prevented, Mr. 
Wylde replies : “ 'Phis I do not beli(‘ve. The whole expedition was 
at least a month too late, and the fate of Khartoum was sealed the 
moment Omdurraman fell into the hands of the !Mahdi.” This is 
even admitting that the Nile route had anything to be said in its 
favour, which our author does not. From his point of view, for 
which he claims to have had General Stewart’s support, an expedi¬ 
tion across to Berber would have saved Gordon, smashed the Mahdi, 
and given the Sotidan a chance for that pacification, for which, as 
shown by the attacks on Suakim going on whilst we write, it still 
waits. 

Much is told in this chapter of the gathering of General Graham’s 
multifaiious forces, British of all arms, naval included, Australians, 
and the considerable contingent from India, while the harbour was 
thronged with shipping, nearly fifty sail, proving that Suakim as a 
port offers facilities for very large mercantile operations. Mr. Wylde 
gives graphic, though brief, descriptions of the engagement at Hasheem; 
and also of the former disastrous, though gallant struggle, in 1884, on 
the march towards Tamai. As to this deplorable surprise and fearful 
destruction amongst the transport and commissariat portion of the 
force, our author puts it down to the obstinate disregard by the Intel¬ 
ligence Department, or its superiors, of the true and timely informa¬ 
tion given by the spies and scouts. In a later chapterj and speaking 
of the time after Tamai was taken, he describes the ghastly scenes 
there and of the former fight of 1884, remarking, “ I shall never forget 
the night I spent at Tamai, with its attendant miseries. Talk about 
abject pictures of despair, the terrors of the infernal regions, and 
other horrors: I could never have imagined a more terrible sight.” 
And this slaughter and misery, as he considers, was useless. He says: 
“ For the life of me I never could see what was the use of the Suakim 
expedition in 1885, unless it was to spend money and make a military 
demonstration.” 
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We must not omit to mention, as of possibly prospective interest, 
^r. Wykle’s Chapter v. Vol. IT., which is entirely devoted to the 
project of a Suakim to Berber railway—metre-gauge and steel rails. 
"This, it seems, he proposed to the Egyptian Government eight years 
ago, long before'the 1 rouble began ; and now that it is all over—in¬ 
cluding the fearful muddle and waste over the twenty miles of abortive 
military railway—he considers that this bold public works project 
is still well worth being carried out. There is this to be said for it, 
from an engineering and commercial point of view, that the railway 
to Berber would form a base from which, by supplying steamers with 
fuel, all the vast and fertile piovinces of the far Upper Nile would be 
brought into contact with the commerce of the modem world. As 
■our author says, “ There is a future for the Soudan and a railw'ay, as 
long as the I’urk and the Egj’ptian are kept away from the country.” 
Apart from the valuable general information which abounds in this 
chapter, its backbone consists of a copy of the report on the 
whole question of railways for the Soudan, made by a Commission 
appointed by the Khedive; it is dated June 1883. If this re^xirt 
bo read along with the paper by Mr. "\\'yhie placed before the British 
Association at Manchester in 1887, on the “ lied Sea Trade.’’ 
which is re])roduced as-an appendix, tliere needs scarcely anything 
more—except due reference to the excellent map with Vol. I.—to 
enable either engineers or commercial exploiters to form full and 
■satisfactory conclusions regarding some such modem method of 
regenerating the Soudan and emancipating a very large portion of 
north-eastern Africa from the curse of slaverv, fanaticism, and tribal 
war. There is also another appendix, " Kastem Soudan: Geographi¬ 
cal Notes,” wliich comprises detailed route statistics ; so that this 
work, apart from its deep interest as contomporaiy history, and as a 
retrospect of stirring events, must be of much permanent value for 
reference; It affords material from which those who foresee a pro- 
•ductive and happy future for tliose now distracted regions can draw 
■ fifcores of special and suggestive infonnation. 



HOME AFFAIRS. 


A DELUGE of political speeches has followed upon the holidays, with 
]iromiso not to abate until Christmas. To go through endless 
columns of the newspapers has been weary work enough, but it has 
not been futile. The careful reader must have made more than one 
discovery in recent days. We are entering upon another phase of 
the great controversy of the time. The Unionists of both fractions 
are about to e-xecute a fresh str.ategic movement. Their burning 
}«‘al for legislation has suddenly cooled. One effort has been enougli 
for them. Having passed an emasculated scheme of Local Goveim- 
ment for England and Wales, they ask us “ to rest and be thankful.’’ 
Or, to put the matter in another way, they shy at the next question. 
Brought face to face with one of two things, they have examined 
both, and like neither. The difficulties of Land Purchase and of 
Ii-ish Local Government are equally formidable, and the advice of 
the wire-pullers who suggest postponement is to be taken. Lonl 
Hartington makes the announcement to the country with character¬ 
istic stolidity. He began his story at Inverness, and finished it at 
Relfast. The division of the subject suggests a natural hesitation 
which does the noble Marquis credit. It needed a certain hardihood, 
no doubt, to inform the country that the Unionists were again about 
to “ climb down,” and prudence dictated that it had better be done 
“ at twice.” It might not look so bad. Besides, consideration for 
the feelings of other people demanded this circumspection. ' If Mr. 
Chamberlain must be put aside, it must not be done roughly. The 
right honourable gentleman hOvS his angles even to those he best 
loves. So the noble Marc{uis handled him gently. The suppression 
of the latest Birmingham idan for the settlement of Ireland was neatly 
done, and one can fancy Lord Salisbuiy congratulating the gpreat 
Whig leader upon his astuteness. It is a great cenvp, at any rate, for 
the Government. 

To speak plainly, there is now little doubt that next year is to 
be barren of any serious legislation for Ireland. The Unionists 
mean to mark time. Everything tells them that this is their best policy. 
Certainly it is their only safe policy. Lord Hartington’s clear vision 
has never taken him far wrong. He blunders only for a moment, 
and at long intervals. Having taken up a defensive position, he 
sees the risk of any advapoe, and if he ventures under pressure, now 
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anti then, to go out of his works, he is not long in getting back to 
his trenches. And now ho has determined that he will not again 
be drawn. At Inverness he told us that Parliament might soon 
be engaged with a measure of Local Government for Scotland, and 
that the prospects of an extension of local liberties in Ireland were 
not very bright. This was the first half of his announcement. Ho 
has since spoken twice in Belfast. In his first address he laid it 
down that the demand for Local Government for Ireland, made in 
1885 by the Liberals of Ulster, must bo reconsidered in view of a 
powerful attack upon the Union, since Local Government under 
guarantee of the Union, and Ix)cal Government shorn of this 
guarantee, would be two very different things. lieconsideration is 
explained by Lord Hartington himself to mean the absolute with¬ 
drawal of the demand made until the conditions of 1885—about 
which much might bo said—return to Ireland. To the Ulster Hall 
meeting the Unionist leader made another proposal. Dealing with 
the question of Land Purchase, he used this significant language :— 
“ The people of Great Britain and Ireland did not sliow themselves 
very favourable to Mr. Gladstone’s great sclu'me of settlement, and, 
to speak frankly to you, I will say that I do not think that the 
people of Great Britain will look favourably ujtou any gi*eat schem(‘ 
of Irish land settlement, whether it is Mr. Gladstone’s or whether 
it be proposed by others, which involves a great expenditure of 
English capital, or English credit, until the British nation is assured, 
better than it is now, that law and Older will be maintained in 
Ireland; that contracts will be observed; and that engagements 
entered into between individuals, as betw'cen nations, will be faith¬ 
fully kept.” Having thus laid it dowm that we are not ripe for a 
complete settlement of the land question, Loid Hartington proposes 
to proceed to the extension of Lord Ashbourne’s Act. Local 
Government, and the creation en ruasse of a peasant proprietary are 
declared impossible. They are not to be* thought of in the present 
state of Ireland. But Lord Hartington would give more millions 
to keep going a system of purchase which is in the highest degrees 
unsafe, and many other millions to develop the material resources 
of the island, by schemes of arterial drainage, the extension of the 
railway system, the construction of harbours, and the like. To 
crown it all, he coolly asks the Home Eulers to help in this, as 
doing no prejudice to their cause. They are to have anything but 
the great things they want, and to encourage the Government to 
cut the ground beneath their feet by all manner of experiments. 
Meantime evictions may go on for arrears condemned as unjust by 
the reduction of rents, and Mr. Balfour is to see to it that “ order is 
maintained' in Warsaw.” 

Such is the pdicy now ofiFered in regard to Ireland. Nobody 
needs to be told that this, being the policy of Lord Hartington, 
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is also that of the Government. There can hai’dly bo a doubt that 
it has been planned in concert with Lord Salisbury. It fulfils all 
the needs of the Government. They know very well that they dare 
not imdertake the enterprises which Lord Hortington postpones. 
These are too full of risks. Time may solve the difficulties which are 
found in them, and, if it docs not, time will ultimately extinguish 
Mr. Gladstone. Postponement has consequently a double virtue. It 
wears such attractive guise that we need have no hesitation in accept¬ 
ing the recent statement of a leading Unionist, that the Session of 
next year is to be ‘“'one of rest,” beginning late and rising soon. 
Put ujxjn this assumption, one or two questions press themselves upon 
our notice. What bcconu's of Mr. Chamberlain and Mr. Courtney i 
The M(*mber for West Binningham in his last scheme for the settle¬ 
ment of Ireland insists upon the urgency of the agrarian question. 

A final solution of this, and .the rest is easy. Whereas Lord 11. 
Churchill would take up Local Government first, Mr. Chamberlain is 
eager to create a vast peasant proprietary, by compelling the Irish 
landlords to take the Imnds of a Land Bank bolstered up exclusively 
by Irish security. If we are to believe all we hear, Mr. Chamberlain 
had set his heai’t upon the prompt roaliKation of this scheme, which 
was to give him a position of pre-eminence over Mr. Gladstone, whose 
disastrous failui'e in 1886 would thus be exhibited in its most ignoble 
light. Mr. Chamberlain’s revenge is now delayed—whether it will 
come at all is doubtful. Happily he has pledged himself to be 
generous. At Nottingham he said loftily that, if his scheme were 
not adopted, he should not, like the Greek, retire into his tent and sulk, 
'fhe native astuteness of the right hon. gentleman led him to throw 
up the sponge in adv.ance, which gives Mr. John Morley ground for 
saying that all his plans were nothing more than “pricks of 
conscience.” Poor Mr. (^ourtney is, however, in different case. A 
few ho\irs before Lord Uartington appeared at Belfast, the Chair¬ 
man of Committees told his Cornish constituents that he was in 
favour of the unrestricted extension to Ireland of ^Ir. Eitchie’s Local 
Government Bill. The statement seems to have taken a portion of 
his auditory aback, and “ a Voice ” promptly put the query, “ But will 
Lord Hartington back you ? ” Confident of his leader, jir. Courtney 
replied, “Yes, I think he will!” Alas for the vanity of human 
hopes ! The next night there came the first announcement at Belfast 
telling Mr. Courtney that ho had unwittingly palmed oflT upon the 
Comishraen what kr Stafford Northcote would have called “a 
thumper.” It would be interesting to know how Lord Hartington’s 
friends generally, and especially those who delight in calling them¬ 
selves Eadical Unionists, feel about this “ new departure.” For most 
of them the policy proposed is a deliberate negation of their pledges. 
Few among them have been as cautious, or seen as far ahead, as tbeir 
chief. Tliey have belieyed it was possible to do something else than 
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stand still; and suddenly they find themselves rudely pulled uj) by one' 
whom they cannot ignore. It should soon begin to be borne in upon 
the minds of these gentlemen that there are but two alternatives in 
regard to Ireland—the policy of repression and of marking time, and 
the policy which has been identified with the name of Mr. Gladstone. 
And when the period of incubation has been accomplished, we ought 
to have some results not displeasing to those who have espoused the 
cause of the Irish people. 

Meantime, the question is asked, with a good deal of force, 
whether Home Rulers are to sit down and quietly watch the 
development of the new situation. The answer from the ranks is 
yet to be given. We believe it will be a vigorous “ No.” A prob'st 
should be made against the policy of postponojnent, and made wdth 
effect. There has been some talk of “ forcing a dissolution.” Mr. 
William O’Brien thinks that this can be done in the Spring, and Mr. 
Stansfeld seems to think that it ought to be attempted. For our¬ 
selves, we have but one reservation—that we don’t quite see how it 
is to be done. It is useless in these days to threaten to “ stop 
supplies.” The experiment, if made, would probably not succeed. 
Mr. Smith would come down with one of his wholesale vWuvi 
motions, and the majority of the House would accept it. The New 
Rules seem to have given this power to the Unionists, and, unless 
there are other means more promising than obstructing the discus¬ 
sion of the Estimates, Sir Edward Clarke is justified in denouncing 
the scheme of forcing a dissolution as “ fantastic and futile.” At 
the same time, we are not without hope that an expedient may be 
found for bringing the whole issue before the electors at a compara¬ 
tively early date. Meanwhile, it is a clear duty to make protest, 
both inside and outside Parliament, against the tactics of the 
Unionist leaders. The right claimed for the Ulster Liberals to 
reconsider the position taken up on Local Government in 1885 is 
abrogated by the fact that they liave demanded the reform every 
year since in full knowledge of the aims and direction of Nationalist 
policy. And at Glasgow, only the other day, the Liberal Unionists 
of West Scotland, in an address to Mr. Balfour, expressed the 
hope that ho “would not relinquish his great task until he had 
carried as large a measure of reform for the goveniment of Ireland 
as was consistent with the safety and union of the Empire: ” upon 
which the Chief Secretary, with a caution which becomes significant 
to-day, observed that he wished to see some measure of agrarian 
reform carried which would altogether remove from among tho 
ranks of their opponents that class of tenant farmers in Ireland who 
were seduce^, not by the cry of Home Rule, but by less hcmonrable 
motives, Ae outcome of suggestions made by designing agitators. 
This, pf course, is sufficiently vague to mean anything, including 
the extension of Lord Ashbourne’s Act, now the sole specific of Lord 
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Hartington. Clearly it does not touch the question of Ijocal Govern¬ 
ment. The Glasgow Unionists, however, only ask what others of ’ 
their faction have demanded. If Lord Hartington does not know 
it, the public are less forgetful. And it may ver}'^ pt*rtinently bo' 
asked how his Parliamentary followers can, with any face, now take 
up the policy of delay ? 

It will, wo think, be understood from the foregoing that Ijord 
Hartington has, during the month, made nearer approach to the- 
Government, so much so that at Leeds Lord Rosebery took farewell. 
of him “ for ever and for aye.” Again the gossips speak of 
coalition. The time is, however, probably not yet. Tjord Salisbury 
and Lord Hartington are about to dine together at the table of the- 
Ulster Liberals ; but Lord Hartington believes he can still deal tho 
most effective blows to his old friends by sitting with them in tho- 
llouso of Commons, and Mr. Halfonr has become so alivo to the 
virtues of Government by Party, that at Haddington he advised his 
Unionist friends to continue their separate organizations. Ho looks, 
ahead to the time when the Irish question will be solved on his own 
lines, and when parties will return to their old allegiances. The one - 
man who seems to hanker after coalition is, strangely enough, Mr. 
Chamberlain. At Nottingham he told us that Tories and Liberal! 
Unionists had gone through tho fire together, and had come out— 
he did not say purified, but with an increased mutual respect and 
liking. And he spoke with something like onthusism of the resolu— 
lion taken by the Radical Unionists, both at Bradford and at Notting¬ 
ham, to start a close working arrangement with the Tory electoral, 
organizations throughout the country. It was no use the Glad-- 
stonians laying traps to draw off the Unionists from the Tories—the- 
thing could not be done. He would not raise a finger to turn out 
the present Government. And so the erstwhile Radical not only 
throws over the programme he has elaborated with such ostentatious, 
care, but practically throws himself into the arms of tho Tories. That 
they do not forthwith offer him a place is possibly due, less to the 
right kon. gentleman’s unwillingness to take it, than to their own. 
desire to keep the good things to themselves. At the same time it 
ought not to surprise us if we witness a startling metamorphosis in. 
Mr. Chamberlain. His particular organ in the Birmingham press 
hints, not obscurely, that “ persecution ” may drive him to desperate- 
things. It is thus that we stand upon principle! 

It will be interesting to follow the development of these new tactics,, 
and especially to observe the conduct of the Liberal Unionists. Mr- 
Courtney is not only willing to give the Irish Mr. Ritchie’s scheme- 
of Local Government, but he has a plan for reforming Dublin Castle. 
It consists mainly in tbis: that the different administrative bureaux,, 
which are how left almost entirely to the direction of the permiiieni^ 
officials in Ireland, shoidd bo represented each by a political under- 
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secretary, responsible to Parliament, and sitting at Westminster with 
Mr. Balfour. He would also establish some sort of connection between 
these departments and the corresponding British departments in 
Ijondon, so as tq give an English spirit to Irish administration. It 
seems that this scheme has stnick the imagination of Sir M. Hicks- 
Beach, a former Chief Secretaay for Ireland, and he has spoken most 
favourably of it at Plymouth. On the other hand, all Sir Michael 
will say about the extension of Tjocal (lovemment in Ireland is that it 
should not bo indefinitely delayed—a cautious phrase enough—and 
that, when it takes place, it should be, not upon the lines of Mr.Kitchie s 
recent Bill, but of a distinctly restricted character. I’hese projwsals 
have, however, very small interest iii the circumstances—much less than 
Mr. Courtney's state.ment that ho is prepared to support the Glad- 
stonians in demanding an official inquiry into the Mitchelstown mas¬ 
sacre of last year, or than the question raised by Mr. Davitt as t() 
the authority which is to settle perniammtly the Irish agi*arian ques¬ 
tion. Mr. Davitt tells us very frankly that Jfr, Parnell severely 
reproached him for his hasty attack upon the Gladstonians in regard 
to their assumed apathy concerning evictions. According to the Irish 
leader, the Gladstonian party wore largely absolved from the necessity 
of taking action upon this question of evictions, for the reason that they 
had agreed to hand over the land question to the Irish Parliament. 
Now it must be said that this is news to us. So far, at any rate, there 
has been no distinct statement on the subject either by Mr. Gladstone 
or any of his lieutenants. IVfr. Davitt pleads hai’d and ably for an 
Irish settlement. Any scheme aiTanged by the Westminster Parlia¬ 
ment must, h<‘ holds, be unnecessarily extravagant, and then* would 
consequently be a great temihation to repudiation. Per contra, it may 
be said that any purely Iiish arrangement would possibly be severely 
hard upon the land-owning class. Much as we sympathize with the 
Nationalist view that the Irish landlords have had their due from the soil 
of Ireland, it is necessary, if only for the sake of the better men among 
them, that they should be treated with justice in the final settlement 
of affaii-s, and, without some sort of guarantee to this effect, difficulty 
must arise in handing over to an Irish Parliament the treatment of 
the agrarian question. Lord Hartington is for holding Mr. Glad¬ 
stone, Lord Spencer, and IMr. Morley to their declaration that Home 
Rule and the land must be dealt with together; but, on Lord Hor- 
tington’s own principle, the Home Rule leaders have a right to “ re¬ 
consider ” in the light of later circumstances. And it may be noted 
that Mr. Davitt, spite of his beli(>f that the landlords are not entitled 
to a farthing of compensation, is nevertheless willing to give them 
what a representative commission of people and landlords would agree 
upon as a Just price. 

Lord Hajtington denies that his tactics are the tactics of despair. 
But he is nothing like as jubilant concerning the “progress” made 



Home Affairs, 613 

in Ireland in the restoration of the reign of law as the Chief St*cre- 
tary and the Lord Lieutenant. If we may accept the figures quoted 
at Belfast by liord Londonderry, things are going swimmingly. The 
Crimes Act has diminished agrarian outrages by 28 per cent., partial 
boycottings by 72 per cent., and complete boycottings by 90 per 
cent., whilst—and tJiis is tlie remavk.ablo thing—ICO farms, from 
which tenants have been evicted, have been re-let in the first six 
months of this year. His Excellency declined to give particulars on 
the latter matter, jmofessing that they might imperil the new occu¬ 
pants of the farms. Yet it is impossible, in the absence of some 
details, not to treat the Viceroy’s stati'inent with suspicion, the more 
so that, during the Vott‘ of Cimsnro debate in the House of Commons, 
the figures concerning the letting of diu-elict farms were deliberately 
■withheld. And it is strange, in this connection, to hear of the sur¬ 
render of a landlord like the ]\lar((uis of Couyngham to the Plait of 
Campaign, flis lordshiji has just accepted from his Glonties tenantry, 
the rent, less the reduction first demanded by them. If we ask what 
are the further signs of progress, the answer is not very ready. Mr. 
J. E. Kedmond has been sent to gaol, as was anticipati*d in our last 
article, and has bc*en secretly removed from Wexford, where his 
brother remains in prison, to Tullaraon*. Ver conim, Mr. Blnne, M.l*., 
like Mr. Dillon, has been released before the expiry of his sentence. 
His health was sufiering, and Air. Balfour found it necessary to opi-ii 
the prison doors. Yet 3ilr. Blane is unrepentant. He told his 
friends that he was anxious to continue, the. fight with the authorities, 
and Mr. Dillon has since mado a speech of great length at a League 
meeting at Dublin, calling upon his countrymen to stick to the Plan 
of Campaign. Father McFadden, just liberated from Derry prison, 
is likewise contumacious ; and Mr. O’Brien, who has had a prosecu¬ 
tion hanging over his head for months, goes his course with all his 
wonted fire. Where is your firm Government, Mr. Balfour? Mr. 
O’Brien ought to have b(.'en laid by the heels long ago. And what 
about the newspaper proprietors, w'ho, having gone to gaol, continue 
to infringe the law by publishing notices of meetings of the I.<eagut‘, 
until, in one case, as Mr. O’Brien reminds us, penalties have been 
incurred mounting up to three centuries of imprisonment! Mr. 
Balfour may outrage all the decencies of public and private life by 
such speeches as that delivered at Glasgow, but his “ courage ” in 
attacking the memory of John Mandeville would have been more 
properly employed in other directions. It seems that he looks for 
success no longer in dealing with the leaders of the Irisli agitation, 
but takes hope in a resolute attack upon the unfoi'tunate wretches of 
the rank and file who happen to come into collision with the autho¬ 
rities. On no other ground can we account for the general increase 
recently in the length of the sentences passed by the Crimes Courts, 
rising, in the case of “ Dr.” Tally, who was one of Lord Clanricarde’s 
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victims, to twolvo moiitlia' imprisonment. Summaiy jurisdiction is 
being abominably abused. Tlie House of Commons never supjsosed that 
two “ Removables,’’ sitting without a jurj^ should have this power. 
Mr. Chamberlain has the amazing courage to speak a word for Lord 
Clanricarde. His rents, it is said, are below the Government valuation. 
We will not (jnestion the statement. But, seeing that the Land 
Courts are still reducing rents as much as 32 per cent, in districts 
w'hero cultivation goes on on immensely more favourable circum¬ 
stances than on the hills around Woodford, Mr. Chamberlain’s 
point is not veiy obvious. Finally, it may be obseri^ed that Mr. 
JJalfour has been forced into taking action in regard to the verdict 
of tli(' ]\litchelstouai jmy in the Mandeville case. Of course it is 
fiction against the verdict. Having, within a few hours of lh(' 
delivery of the verdict, publicly impugned the honCi of the* jiuy 
to the House of Commons, he necessarily continues on these lines. 
The Court ,of Qu**en's Bench is to b(‘ asked to quash the verdict, 
Avhilst Goulding, the ex-ward(‘r of Tullamore, whoso evidence as to 
the stripping of !Mr. Mandeville was largely concerned in founding 
the verdict, is being prosi'cuted for pcijury. The Chief Seerfdar}' 
still declares the immaculate virtue of all Irish oflicialdom, and, 
being entirely untroubled with any ]iopular sympathies, continues 
to do what is possible to him, hiM'dless of the cries of human suffer¬ 
ing and despair. Mr. Balfour is iDrobably not an cut indy callous 
person, but to half the people of iJie United Kingdom, and to tho 
mass of the ju'oplc of Ireland, he W’ears tho aspect of a man with a 
heart of stone. 

During the montli we have had a striking illustration of the 
temper of tlie Liberal-Unionists towards Mr. Gladstone. It was at 
the Conference that precluded Mr. Chamberlain’s Nottingham speech 
that ^fr. Kimber, M.B.—himself a Unionist—offered a resolution, 
declaring that, as Mr. Gladstone had given up tho exclusion of tho 
Irish members from the Imperial Parliament, an attempt should bo 
made to accommodate matters with him. The poor gentleman had 
hardly read his resolution to the end when he was overwhelmed with 
a burst of scorn and ridicule, in which he was told that he was no 
Unionist, and vigorously requested to leave the meeting. It need 
hardly be said that both Mr. Kimber and his resolution promptly 
disappeared. Yet we recall quite clearly a declaration by Mi’. 
Chamberlain, that the acceptance by Mr. Gladstone of the principle 
of the retention of the Irish members at Westminster, would make it 
]io8sible for him to vote for the second reading of Mr. Gladstone’s 
Home Rule Bill. Mr. Kimber was no doubt ready to lead the 
meeting back to this circumstance; but he had forgotten how far 
his friends had gone the Tory road since then. Naturally they did 
not wish to be reminded of an ugly fact, and hence the collapse of 
Mr. Kimber and his resolution. The incident says a go8d deal for 
the temper of the gentlemen who never cease to denounce the in- 
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toh*ranco of their opponents. It is, too, a possible indication of tins 
direction which the Unionists will ultimately take when they think 
of giving up their separate existence as a paa’ty. Wo Home Rulers 
can have no sort of hop(f concerning them. 

Writing on the eve of the meeting of the Special Commission 
which is to inquire into the charges of the Times against the 
Parnellitos, we find the Attorney-General sticking to the brief given 
liim by Mr. Smith’s “ ofd frii*nd ” Walter. It cannot, therefore, bo 
too firmly insisted that the Government are concerned in the inquiry 
in the charaicter of prosecutors. Wo reiterate our protest against 
what wo conceive to be a rank scandal, and trust that the con¬ 
stituencies will not fail to take note of the circumstance. The 
particulars of persons charged, filed by the Times in obedience to th(? 
oinler of th(! Court, does not give us much information. Sixty-four 
of the eighty-five members of the Irish Parliamentary party art! 
sch(‘dulcd, but Mr. Davitt’s name is omitted. And nowhei’c—if 
wo exclude th(' question of the famous letters—is there a specific 
charge made against any one person or group of persons. This 
Bill of Particulars, has been wittily and rightly dubbed a Bill of 
(lent'ralities, and it seems inevitable that the Court will have to 
perform for itself the work which the I'imes has left undone. The 
proprietors of “ the leading journal ” (Heaven save the juark!) no 
doubt have a good deal of ijressing w'ork on hand. Mr. H. Camp¬ 
bell, !M.P., has now issui'd a writ for libel against them, and they 
hav<‘ just filed their defence to Mr. Parnell’s Scotch action. Here 
the)' seek to evade trial by pleading that the day before the suit was 
enten’ed at Edinburgh Mr. Parnell took out a writ against them in 
the English Queen’s Bench, by alleging priority for this other action,, 
and the general convenicuico and propriety of a hearing in London— 
where, as the Times thinks, it would be safe enough. These tactics 
do not give one the notion that the Times has a veiy strong faith in 
its own capacity to defeat Mr. Parnell before an impartial jury, 
and thiy give us hope for the success of the Irish party before the 
Special Commission. It is pleasant to notice that the fund which is 
being raised for the defence of Mr. Parnell and his colleagues has 
now reached the sum of £11,000. 

The formation by Welsh Liberals of a Welsh National Council 
has given the friends of the Government much apparent satisfaction. 
We fail to find any solid ground for this complacency on their part. 
The Welsh National Council will, we are convinced, keep well 
within the lines of prudence in its relations with Welsh members, 
and in all other directions its work must certainly be useful. Its. 
programme is “advanced,” but not unreasonable. Welsh Home 
Rule is kept in reserve for a time, and the accomplishment of the dis¬ 
establishment and disendowment of the Anglican Church in Wales,, 
the nationalization of the tithe, intermediate education, and a land 
reform, which shalEallow the tenant to obtain the fixing of a fair- 
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rent, must l)e matter of several years at <lie least. It cannot be 
begun short of a General Election, unless, indeed, the Government 
take up the education (piestion. Meantime, Lord Salisbury’s Tithes 
Bills are to be vehemently opposed, alike in Parliament and the 
country. In Wales the new County Boards ai'e to be chosen on 
party lines. The. National Council has sugge.sted that candidates 
should not be accepted by the local Liberal Associations unless they 
are prepared to favour Welsh autonomy. But in England (if we 
except London) there is a laudable inclination rather to steer ch'ar 
of party in the election of the Councils. Numerous noblemen and 
magistrates are coming foi'ward for election, and there is prospect 
that the continuity of county administration, which has b^'on 
economical enough, will b»' largely preserved. 

Sir !Morell Mackenzie’s volume on Tht Fatal Illness of Fmlrrii-l- 
the Nohle has caused a .sensation. It is, from his point of view, an 
effective retort upon the German experts. But we cannot say that 
it altogether satisfies us. Gne broad fact remains: that the German 
doctors were right in their diagnosis, when Sir Moi’cll Nvas hesitating 
and doubtful, and that, if the Emperor ever had a chance of living 
through an operation for the removal of the growth—alx)ut which 
nobody has the slightest right to dogmatize—that chance Avas gone 
when the English specialist made up his mind to accept the conclu¬ 
sion of his German colleagues. IMoreover, the book can Jiardly fail 
to add to the difUculty of the Emjjress Frederick’s position in Ger¬ 
many. On the whole, wc are iucliaicd to think that Sir MondJ might 
very well have been content to let the controversy stand whei*e if 
did Jiflcr the death of Frederick HI.; and this we say, spit(‘ of the 
fact that we should have missed an admirably sympathetic descrip¬ 
tion of a most noble and lofty character. 

The Manchester meeting of the Church Congress leav^es no great 
impression behind it. But Avhat there is of remaining influence is 
decidedly good. Upon various matters the ( Ihurch shows steady and 
sensible advance. The debate upon Eschatology was a sad dis¬ 
appointment to the adherents of the doctrine of eternal mat<*rial 
punishment, and it was a surprise to not a few persons to hear 
Archdeacon Farrar claim for his own ‘‘ bi'oad ” views the sympothy 
of the late Dr. Pus(‘y. Again, the discussion on “ The Bearing of 
Democracy on Church Ijife and Work ” showed the Churchmen less 
scared than they used to be at the aetjuisition by the masses of ]X)li- 
tical power and influence. There seems to be no fear of danger to 
the Church in the new and the declaration of an American 

bishop, that the salvation of the democracy would best be found in 
“the democratic Church of God,” obtained the warmest possible 
approval. The unusual success of the Manchester Congress must be 
largely attributed to the great work achieved for the Church and 
humanity by the late Bishop Fraser, whose memory will ever burn 
brightly throughout Xiancashire. 
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IDEAL MARRIAGE. 


There are few persons more depressing than tho average optimist. 
‘Tis strange, but ’tis also true. He is a cheerful, practical being, 
with a good balance at his banker’s, and probably a nice little place 
in tho country. The world that provides him with roast mutton and 
champagne, arm-chair and slippers (embroidered by an admiring 
wife), is cl(‘arly the best of all possible worlds, and people who object 
to it ought to put themselves in the hands of a doctor—clearly, liver 
out of order, unless perchance, there is a taint of insanity in tho 
family. “ He that sinneth before his Maker, let him fall into tho 
hand of the physician.” 

The sentiment seems fiendishly cruel, but tho optimist is nothing 
if not resolute. He is “ cruel only to be kind.” Pessimists are 
morbid creatures who make themselves, and everybody around them, 
miserable. Hesitation is effeminate ; mercy borders on weakness: the 
unwary pessimist lifteth up his voice—to the physician with him! 

The optimist thinks there is no ground whatever for the modern 
outcry about—anything. The Sweating System might be a little 
more commissioned, but beyond that it is hard to see what people 
really can want. Whatever lamentations may be made, the optimist 
is shrewdly certain that there is gross exaggeration. Unhappy 
marriages ? Well, perhaps there inay be one here and there, but if 
so, there are faults on both sides, and the matter is of slight import¬ 
ance. Misery and starvation in our great cities ? All nonsense. 
No man need lack the necessaries of life if he will only work hard 
enough, and take what .wages he can get, and be thankful. The 
more thankful he is, the more necessaries he will get. 

Our optimist points to the striking instance of his friend Brown, 
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who, entirely tlirough liis own exertions, achieved an excellent posi¬ 
tion, and now at the age of fifty-five lias established himself in a 
charming residence in Upper Tooting, where ho plies a garden-engine 
And grows peaches. So far from being sick and tired of his work, 
ho feels quite lost without it, and has to grow more peaches than liis 
family can be persuaded to eat, because he does not know how, 
•otherwise, to occupy his leisure. 

There is nothing to prevent every man from achieving the success 
of Mr. Brown of Tooting. This is indeed cheering at first sight. 
One pictures the East-end millions becoming each and all stenily 
industrious until they reach the age of fifty-five, and then—but the 
imagination gives way at this point, and w'e realize sadly that Mr. 
Brown’s success depended, not upon the absolute amount of his 
industry, but upon its amount in relation to that of others. 'J’o 
raise the general standard so that each man works as hard as ]\lr. 
Brown, is not to multiply rewards, but mcuv.ly to increase the garden- 
engines and the peaches of IMr. Brown. 'Phus do nearly all the 
optimist's theories prove delusions wlnui they come to be examined. 

'Pile present marriage system being under ^he special protection of 
the friend of Mr. Brown, while the view ivliich I advocate is dia- 
me-trically opposed to all his di'arcst convictions, it becomes necessary 
to state very cU'arly tlio differences between us. 

'Phe friend of Jifr. Brown believes in v/hat may be called the 
pendulum flieoiy of histoiy; he sees in social movements a mero 
OHrillfUwn, a wave-like motion to and fro, without any real 2)rogres.‘<. 
As for the misery and ^ ice in whicli the vast majority of mankind an* 
2)lungod, that is eternal and inevitable. 

'Phe !Meliorist believes, on the contrary, that there is a cure for 
these thiugs, slow but certain, and that it lies, like a conceah'il 
treasiu’e, in the symjjathetic and i*ational imijulses of man’s nature, 
which may be developed, or “ twolved,” to so triumphant a dominion 
that they w'ill finally subdue the savage and sensual instincts, even 
if they do not altogether destroy them. Anti-social feelings becom¬ 
ing weaken(’d by heredity, the social sentiments will be able to hold 
them easily in chock. “ Education is the sum of habits.”^ Tliis, 
then, is the theory iqion which reader and writer must agree for tho 
sake of argument. It is, in fact, the theory of evolution. 

JCmluiimh! tho word awes us. We are like children frightened 
at our own shadows; like tho shepherd on the Brocken who 
* mistakes his own exaggerated image on the clouds that sweep over 
the mountain-summit for some angry spirit of the storm. There 
will come a time—it is close upon us-r—when the cloud image will 
cease to mean for us a storm-spirit more powerful than ourselves. 
We raise our arm, the shadow-form raises his arm also: he is our 
slave, we can command his every movement. 

^ Heredity. Kibot. 



Ideal Marriage. 619 

Belief in the power of man to choose his direction of chawje: this is 
the creed of the future, and it will soon come to be the distinctive 
mark of the essentially modem thinker. 

Given this belief that man is arbiter of his own destiny, it 
becomes obviously right and possible to make an effort to realize 
even the most difficult of our ideals, knowing that if only it b© in 
tlie true line of progress, the struggle towards it will bring us to 
higher ground, even should we fail to .achieve what we are striving 
after exactly in the form wo desired.* If we really are lords, and 
not slaves of the evolution spirit, it is surely possible to achieve 
freedom in marriage without giving reins to license. 

At the present moment, indeed, the forces of barbarism are strong: 
the moral sense, though growing, is still feeble. Therefore, and only 
therefore, our desire is out of reach. We have to tolerate flaws in 
our institutions in order to avoid still greater evils which at present 
would follow a too determined attempt to act in harmony with 
abstract principle. This i.s no doubt a compromise, a deliberate 
contradiction between thought and practice ; necessary (although 
Count Tolstoi thinks otherwise®), as such compromises always ai’o in 
our complex life, but none the less calling for dismissal as soon as 
we are able to overcome the evil without creating another still 
greater in its place. 

We ought to sanction no compromise except for the sake of the ideal 
itself. For instance, freedom of marriage being our aim, we must yet 
submit to temporary bondage in defercnee to that very aim, because 
wo know, or believe, that an attempt at complete emancipation would, 
in fact, create complete thraldom, and set us back upon tho toilsome 
path of progress, perhaps for centuries. In our zeal for tho cause of 
freedom, it is only too easy to sin against her. But eveiy restraint 
which is placed upon tho actions of men ought to bo placed upon 
them in tho name of liberty, whoso spiiit the average man does not 
yet understand. The true lover of freedom loves it for others as 
well as for himself, and he will never by a hair’s-breadth encroach upon 
their rights or their privileges as freo-bom citizens of the world. It 
is only license which encroaches on the rights of others. When we 
have learnt this lesson, we shall be free men and women, obeying 
our own law of justice and of love. 

Our present marriage system is coercive ; the manriage contract 
being the only contract which we have to submit to without having a 
voice in the framing of its conditions; the only contract, moreover, 
which lasts for life. It is entirely arbitrary; and nothing could 

1 “ As it is true of individual beings, that their height in tho scale of creation niaj 
be measured by their self-consoionsness, so, in a sense, it is true of societies.”— 
Herbert Spencer. 

^ See Chriafs ChfUtUmity. Count Leo Tolstoi. Count Tolstoi believes that Christ’s 
precepts ought to be interpreted literally, and followed without compromise at the 
present moment. 
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jnstiPy it except the certainty (which does not exist) that, without 
this coercion on the part of the State, we should have irivs[K)nsible 
coercion on the pai’t of individuals; ill-treatment, for instance, of the 
chihlren. No doubt this is the p’ea which would be made by the 
more enlij'hb'ned advocates of the present system, but it cannot, as I 
thinkj be considewMl strong enough even at the moment, and every 
advance made by liumanity in developing its sympathies steadily 
weakens the force of the plea, and renders it a mere obstruction, an 
excuse ibr snncJionirig tyranny. 

'I’lift inj list ice of forcing two people, on pain of social ostracism,' 
(>illier to ficce|)t the marriage contract as it stands or to live apart, is 
surely self-evident. If tin* contract were to be made more glaringly 
one-sided aiul absurd, cveiy one would recognize the wrona For 
instance—as the Pall Mall Gaxettr pointed out—if it were aecreed 
that the ivoman, in order to be legally man’ied, must gouge out her 
right eye, no sane person would argm* that the marriage-contract was. 
perfect ly just, simply because the woman was at liberty to remain 
single if she, did not relish the conditions. Yet this argument is 
used on behalf of the pivsent contract, as if it were really any sounder 
in the one case than in Iho other. The e.xisting conditions, being 
lesi obviously terrible, are put up with, but they remain unfair not- 
w'ithstanding. Nobody is actually forcc'd by police regulation to buy 
adulterated food, or to submit to any other iniquitous bargain; no 
man is forced to take a farm under conditions which bethinks unjust : 
yet W(* do not on that account consider food adulteration penniissibh* 
or rack-irnting blameh'ss, 

(’(‘rtnin aspects of the contract question are well brought out in a 
liook which has been quoted against me, and the general drift of 
which cannot be said to be* favourable to my view. 

“ ‘ If I signed a contract,’ Ideala (‘xplaine-d, ‘ and found out aftcr- 
wai*ds that thosi* who induced me to become a party to it had kei)t 
m** in iguoranoe of t.lu' most important clause in it, could you call 
that a uioral contiiict ? ’ 

“ • I slumld say that jieople had not dealt fairly wnth you,’ the 
Bishop avowed; ‘ but tlu*re might be nothing in the clause to which 
you could object.’ 

“ ‘ But supiiose there was something in the clause to w’hich I very 
strongly objected, that was i*epugnant to ray whole moral nature; 
and suppose I was forced by the law to fulfil it nevertheless, should 
you not say that in acting against my conscience I acted immorally?' 

“ We all fell into tlic trap, and looked an encouraging assent. 

“ ‘ And in that case,’ she continued, ‘ I suppose my duty would 
be to evade the law, and act on my own conscience. I should be only 
doing what the early martyrs had to do.’ 

“ ‘ But I don’t see what particular contract you are thinking of,’ 
Rud the lawyer. 
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“ ‘The marriage contract,’ Ideala answered calmly.”* 

Ideala furth'r alarms the Law and the Church by insisting that, 
“ only the love that lasts can sanctify marriage, and a marriage with¬ 
out such love is an immoral contract.” 

The Bishop becomes piteous, and promises to pi*each a senuon 
next Sunday on the subject. If he succe*?ded in showing that 
Ideala was wrong in her opinion, he must have been a shining light 
and a pillar of the Church indeed! 

.Surely no one will seriously deny that Ideala’s principle is per¬ 
fectly right, and that to substitute a legal form finv' the sentiment 
that possesses the real binding force between two persons, is to 
found our kingdom U]K»n sand, to base our social world upon a 
mockery and a sham. Why, then, this temiKvst of indignation ? 
“Why do the heathen so furiously ragt^ together?” Half the 
letters in the BaUy Telcgruph make the V(*ry same protest that I 
made against our system of.falso marriages—mercenary and thought¬ 
less marriages, encouraged by a m<*rcenary and thoughtless society; 
only the letter-writers blame, not the social onler, but the victims of 
that oi’der : the unfortunate girls whose horizon is ns limited as their 
opiJortunitics, whose views of life are ‘‘ cribb(‘d, cabined, and con¬ 
fined ” by their sniToundings, whose vdlry right and wrong, just and 
unjust, aiv chosen for them. They act ns they an- taught to act; 
behaving precisely as every average jjei-son behaves in all conditions 
of life—viz., in exact obedience to the public opinion of his little 
world. 

“ Yes, marriage is often a failure,” say the lettei--writ('i-s reproach¬ 
fully ; “ it is entered into too early, too thoughtlessly, without (on 
the part of the wife) a knowledge of cooking and the domestic arts, 
without a flawless t«-mi>er, witliout absolute, immunity from head- 
{vches. Society and the institution of marriage are not to blame, 
only the faulty individuals who marry.” 

Poor much instructed, much badgered, much Ixdalwnn-d indi¬ 
viduals ! Like the absent, you are always in the wrong! The last 
person I should feel inclined to blame for the marriage failure is the 
girl who acts according to universal example and precept. 

It is impossible for an outsider to realize the restrictions ami 
narrowness of the average girl’s life. ^ We are too near to the result 
to be able to see it. When some points out to us that the 
education has been distorting, we, <m oijir side, point beamingly to 
some of its disastrous consequences and say, “ Behold the Eternal has 
so willed it.” The past is an open secret, the future may be fore¬ 
seen ; it is the jyrewrU ihat remains for ever the impenetrable mystery. 
Truly we know not what to do. It is well, however, that we should 
be told! 

“ Evils,” as Ish says, in his imaginaty dialogue with Adam,* “will 
' Ideala: A /itudy/rom Life. * Edueation of Glrli. Dalton. 

VoL. 130.—No. S- 8S 
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not bo cured by being shrugged at and hushed up; on the contrary^ 
tho more you whitewash the outside, the morc^ the inside will fester.” 
The inner festering is becoming very bad indeed, and—awful to think 
of—the wonderful resources of British whitew'ash, applied with all 
tho ardour of thc! Britisli matron and her disciples, are beginning to 
give <mtu Wo have fallen on evil times! Whitewash growing thin 
over ugly sores, and more and moi’o whitow'ash peqietually called for. 
What, in tlu! name of Podsnap, is to become of tho Young Person? 
Poor iMithotic Young Person! incarceinted within those gi-im Pod- 
simpian walls; your nature dwindling, shrivelling, rotting, djiv by 
clay, like some cank(*rod fruit-tn*e; weighed down by stnpid afithority,. 
overshadowed by shams, tainted by falso virtues, false shame, artificial 
sins, subject to the insults of all tho hosts of the Philistine—the 
manifold vulgarities, which swarm vermin-like, beneath the coai-so 
|)ro[«’iety and proper coarseness delightful to the soul of Mrs. Grundy!' 
If one could but open those heavy doors for you, would you come out 
into the wliolosome sunshine and fill your lungs with warm and living 
atmosphere ? or has Podsnap set up his idols in the very heart of you, 
so that you return timidly, as the old man in the Bastille to his cell, 
and toll out the days of your youth under the shadow of tho PodBna])ian 
wings (if a winged Podsnap ctfn bo compassed by the imagination) ? 

And this is the bewildered being, stunted in intelligence, in sclf- 
resi)ect; fi-ightened, indoctrinatc^d, sermonized, with a swollen un- 
wholesom<) conscience spreading in all directions like some rankly 
growing gourd, increasing not in harmony with, but at tho expense 
of, the other sides of tht‘ nature—this is the ill-treated being who is 
held responsible for tho failure of marriage; this is the victim to 
wliom a logical and consistent society says: “ My dear, marry, and 
ask no questions; who are you that you should criticize an institu¬ 
tion W'hich has lasted for centuries ? Marriage is your natural and’ 
]iroi)er career—your own highly developed conscience must tell yon- 
so. If you do not adopt it, well, we fear you will find cause to 
r(‘gi*('t your decision, and your gourd-like mentor will give you no¬ 
repose. If you can’t get a husband we are extremely sorry for you, 
and wo fear that your good parents will regard you as a failure, and' 
your friends may not feel the same hesitation in treating you— 
always with perfect good breeding—as a supernumerary who has no¬ 
place in the world, who has been rejected and cast out from among 
the actoi*s in the drama of life.” ^ the bewildered being turns an 
alarmed ear to the counsel that greets her on every side, in one 
form or another, open or dii^piis^; for it is not only from t-li^ 
lips of worldlings that these warnings issue; they are presented in 
great numbers between texts of Scripture and precepts of morality 
as a sort of moral sandwich, whereof they occupy the central post of' 
btmour. Society knows better than to appeal merely to the instincts 
of sdlf*preeervation and worldly ambition in a being possessing such 
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a magnificent overgrowth of conscience, and such a divine humility 
of spirit. The being can be led, she need not be driven. Society 
appeals to her Gourd, and wins an easy victory. The being marries 
(the Gourd warmly approving). But alas! the marriage turns out 
unhappily. There is no sympathy between the pair ; the wife means 
well—what else has she a Gourd for ?—but her ability falls below 
the level of her intentions. She continues to pave the fioors of the 
infernal ivgions. Things go from bad to worse ; the husband yields 
to temptation; there is little or no inlluence in his home to counter¬ 
act it; the.wife sufiers, and says nothing. In nine cases out of ten 
she lets no one into the secret of her unhappiness; her husimnd is 
the last person to gues.s how lonely and how sad her life is. “Until 
a woman cri<‘.s, nien nov(ir think she is suftering; blea.s their block- 
headism! ” exclaims Sirs. Carlyle. 

Tlimigh, as a rule, an unhappy marriagt' means ulter shipwreck of 
the woman's life, wdiile the husbajul can find interest and consolation 
outside th»i home, lK)t.h lives in fjict are injured, not nece.ssarily 
through any inhcrejit and di'teriniued “cussedness ” in either of tht> 
]>air, but through want of suitability, intelligence, tact, and, abovi' 
all, through a lack of tolerance, not only for one another’.s faults and 
failings, hut also for one another's tast«'s and ideas. The attempt to 
check any little signs of individuality which may appear in either of 
tlie couple, on the gmnnd that Imsband and wife ought to be per¬ 
petually subordinating their pirticiilar desires and intert'Sts to tlio 
will of tho other, is perhaps one of the most fatal causes of unhappi- 
nc'ss in raarriagt*, and is certainly one of the most potent factors in 
the creation of dull hom(‘s, and torpid monotonous lives. Out of 
such homes springs a second crop of bewildered Ixdngs, whose only 
sin is obedience, but xipon whose shoulders “ right-thinking ” people- 
pile almost all the blame of our nnsuccc'ssfnl marriage's. Not only 
the absent, but the sinued-against are always in the wrong. 

To encourage a child to put a lighted match to a train of gun¬ 
powder, and then to punish him severely because he has caused a 
disastrous explosion, is not the act of a just person. We really shalf 
come to see this, if we go on progressing at our present break-neck 
speed.' 

Since the publication in the Dat/^ Telegraph of the excellent 
letters on the dulnesa of our British middle-class homes, it is 
unnecessaiy to dwell upon this important aspect of the question. 

‘ There is no place like home ! ’—and a good thing too! ” some 
contributor to Punch recklessly excliaroB. 

Not only the reform in home and social life, but also the reform 
in education can be dealt with, more or less, by each of us, for educa- 

* “ losteftd of boiUnff np individuals into the .species, t wonid draw a chalk line 
round eve^ indlviduaut}’, and preach to it to keep witliin that, and to pres^re and 
cultivate its identity at the expense of ever so much lost gilt of other people’s * isms.’ 
—Jane Welsh Carlyle. 
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tlon goes on all day long, in play-time as well as" during the hours 
of study. It is sad to think of the thousands of little boys and 
girls imbibing, with every breath they draw, ideas that are 
barbarous and irrational. The savage and aggressive instincts jire 
cultivat»id in boys from the cradle (their very toys are sham instru- 
jnents of destruclion); while tlie poor little girls learn those lessons 
of abje,{:t self-suppHiSsion and humility of which I have already 
siK)ken at length. 

’VV^ould that we could place above all the copy-book prt;cepts of the 
nur.sery and the schoolroom Professor ClifFoi’d’s aphorism: “ Therti 
is only OJio thing worse than the desire to command, and that is the 
will to obey.’’ 

Disobedience, in the present crisis of affairs, is woman’s first duty ! 

Tliat will lose her her power,” some one exclaims, “ the power that 
she now possesses—the sceptre which, if cleverly wielded, might move 
the world.” “ Yes,” we reply ; a power that is won by smiles and 
wiles and womanly devices; and, wdieu won, is hers, not by right 
but by favour. This is the power, not of a free being, but of a 
favourite slave.” When shall we come to see that such a con¬ 
ception of woman’s position and influence is mean, ignoble, w///y, 
through and through ? When shall we banish these remnants of 
I^astern despotism from our homes, theso haunting whispers from 
lands which we profess to despise, where women are shut up in 
harems, denied all human rights, and are forced to acquire what grower 
they may attain, through cunning and deceit, and the meanest arts 
of flattery ? We arc outgrowing these conceptions; but oh, how 
■slowly ! Hamerton, the author of the Intellectual Life^ is one of the 
few men who have entirely outgrown them. “ If the reader,” ho 
says, “has over had a travelling companion, some person totally 
unsuited to his nature, and quite unable to enter into the ideas that 
chiefly interest him; unable to see even the things that he sees, and 
always ready to treat negligently or contemptuously the thoughts 
and preferences that are most his own; he will have some faint con¬ 
ception of what it must be to find oneself tied to an unsuitable 
companion for the tedious journey of this mortal life: and if, on the 
other hand, he has ever enjoyed the pleasure of wandering through 
a country that interested him, along with a friend who could under¬ 
stand his interest and share it, and whose society enhanced the 
charm of every prospect, and banished dulness from the dreariest 
inns, he may, in some poor and imperfect degree, realize the happi¬ 
ness of those who have chosen the life companion wisely.” 

The following quotations point to the fact or- theory, that while we 
are burdened with our present ideas about matrimony, it is neces¬ 
sarily more or less unhappy if one of the pair happens to possess 
HO original bent of mmd, still more so if that originality is accom¬ 
panied by exceptional talent. “ High intellect is in itself a pecu- 
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liarity, in a certain sense it is really an eccentricity, even when so 
thoroughly sane and rational as in the cases of George Eliot and Mill, 
[t is an eccentricity in this sense, that its mental centre does not 
coincide with that of ordinary people—^if there is the touch of 
original talent or genius in one of the parties, it is sure to result in 
many ideas that will lie outside of any local common-sense, and then 
the other party, living in that sense, will consider those ideas peculiar 
and perhaps deplorable. Here then are elements of dissension lying 
quite ready, like explosive materials—the merest accident may sliatter 
in a moment the whole fabric of affection.” 

We ought all to be taught, at the same time as we Jeam to say 
“ ])lease ” and “ thank you,” and not to make a grab during meals- 
at some tit-bit upon which we have set our hearts, that to respect the 
freedom of opinion an<l of action in others—not even excepting our 
relations or our life-companion—is one of the first duties of civilize*! 
life, the neglect of which is sheer aggression and impertinence. 
Hamerton points out that, in order to keep the peace and imitate 
successful marriage, “ the more enlightened and intolligont of the 
two parties has to stifle half his nature.” 

0 admirable institution of marriage which thus watches over the 
interests of society, and strangles discreetly tho.so of her members 
who are able to instil fresh lifti into her, and to koo]) her pure and 
sane and sound! The policy resembles that of a gardener, who 
should snap off the leading shoots of his yonng pine tree! 

This tendency, in fact, constitutes the great danger of ilie age. 
Wo deify the average. Unless a rebellion against this idol shortly 
takes placid, we shall sink into a condition of hmirqeoia Philistinism, 
which makes one's hair stand on end to contemplate. 

If a desperate person under that rfijimr committed bigamy or 
trigamy, or any other crime, for a diversion, he would certainly do 
it under what a friend of Mrs. Carlyle calls “ attenuating circum¬ 
stances.” 

Mrs. Grundy in black silk, with a sceptre in her hand, on tho 
th»x)ne of the ages, supported by an angel-choir of Young Persons! 
Is this to be the end of our democracy ? There are ominous signs 
of it. One is forced regretfully to acknowledge the fidelity to Nature 
of the description in the Normnse Songs and Stories of the visiting 
acquaintance of the seven unfortunate families, which we are told 
‘‘ was very numerous, and distinguished, and select, and responsible, 
and ridiculous.”* 

Matters are becoming serious. Poetry survives in the heavy 
atmosphere only with an effort; romance languishes; painting and 
sculpture are distinguished by “a serene and sickly suavity only 
known to the truly virtuous.” 

This is in spite of an under-stirring among the stronger spirits in 

’ Edward Lear. 
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-all brandies of art, os if llie smothered genius of the age were 
struggling to throw otf tlie mighty incubus of British I’hilistinism. 
For our life wo must not let that effort fail. 

We must consent’to give play to fho individual, or our democratic 
institutions will ])luiige us into a slavery fi'om which there is no 
Tedeniption. Wo shall find ourselves in leading strings to the 
“ practical nmii," the friend of Air. Brown, mediocrity personified. 
In our iniagiiied safeguards against lyranny lurks our givntest 
dan'»’er. Wo stand confronted with what a master of mixed 
melaplu)!’ calls, “ barricades in sheep’s clothing" ! 

It is in deference to our didly—“the greatest number”—that wives 
are e.vhorted to ciidnrc the miseries, even the indignities, of an un¬ 
happy marriage, rather than weaken by their rebellion the power of 
1 ho legal tic‘. 

Ill short, the rights of minorities are absolutely ml, in spite of the 
fiction lhal, all citizens stand etpial before the law; the sufi'erings of 
the exceptional person, whether’ as regards character or circumstance, 
being disregarded on the ground that tlu'y happen seldom, though 
their rarity is after all a pure assumption. 

N'lie infrecpiency of an occurrmice, in any case, does not in the 
slightest degree alter the nature or bitterness of the sufierings ; if 
an evil i.s intolerable, it is equally so whether one or many sutfer it, 
and society is not just but tyrannical wlu'n it asks its members to 
endure it in. silence. Thi'ro are miseries wbich. no one ought to be 
called upon to endure by the laws of his countr}’, which every human 
being is justified in resisting at all hazards, and in spite of every 
law, written or unw'ritten. Passive endurance in such cases is not 
fop the good of the “ greatest number ” ; it is simply for the degra¬ 
dation of human dignity and the tortui*e of human souls, and by that 
the “ greatest iiumber’’ never reaped a bent'fit. Kven if it did, it 
ought not to exact this awful sacrifice. Of what value is the “ good 
of the community,” if in that community individuals can suffer thus 
under the wing of the Law ? What is the meaning of the term, 
“thewelfai’o of society,” if not the comfort and security of the indi¬ 
viduals com^wsing it ? 

'riiere is no virtue in mere mmher. It is an abstraction, an 
unreality. We have still to l(>am that the only things that actually 
exist are individual cases, and that it is men and women—John and 
Jemima—who suffer, and not abstract masses which we call, for con¬ 
venience, the greater or the less. 

Marriage by free contract would help to prevent the immolation 
•of minorities and the injury to the majority which all such sacrifices 
T’oally inflict. It is impossible to wound one part of the social 
organism without hurting the whole, just as, happily, one cannot 
make one person healthier, nobler, and more reasonable without 
liestowing the same qualities in some slight degree upon the com- 
fiumwealth of which he is a member. 



Ideal Marriage. 627 

There is yet another aspect of the question that ought not to he 
overlooked. 

Laws are intended to restrain people from sinning against the life 
and welfare of others; they are not instituted for the puiiK>se of 
forcing a rich cxop of heroes and Cluistian martyrs. A man or 
woman may regard it as mi impt‘nitive duty to accept mai*tyi*dom in 
marriage in order to show revei'ence for the institution, or for the 
majesty of the law. Within limits, the State is ready to permit self- 
immolation ; but it. goes altogether beyond its sphere when it 
{Icmaiufs it of the average human being. 

The law has no business to require martyidom from any one. 
That is a matter to be settled with a man’s own conscience. It is a 
most common and daug(‘roiis mistake to supixxso that because a 
course of action may be in accordance with the highest morality, the 
law is joslified in making that action compulsory. ’J’he question for 
tlie State to di*cule is rather negative than positive. It ought to 
decree what its members may not do, rather than what tliey mxM do. 
A man may take upon himself a duty which would bo ludicrous for 
the State to require of him—such, for instance, os adopting and 
educating the orjiliau children of a friend. 

In the same* way, a woman may regaitl it as n dnty to endure 
the worst miseries of an unhappy marriage, although conscious that 
.she has been forced or persuaded into it, when not experienced 
enough to judg*‘ for herself. Hut that is her own afl’nir; the State 
has no right to force upon her the mai’lyrdom which her conscience 
induces her to take upon herself. 

We are told V(‘ry often—and this has never been di.sputed-— 
that society is not in a state to admit of the successful establish¬ 
ment of frce mtirriage. Clearly, it i.s not; but, equally clearly— 
if wc are satisfied that it is tlieoretieally right—the best thing * 
we can do is to trj? om* hardest to make it so. That, is a mere 
matter of commou-sensi'. Wo have to do this, liowtwer, without 
endangering the ideal of monogamy which we have already ])lace,d 
before us, and which experience has shown to be the only form of 
sex-relationship which p<‘rmits the progress of the race. Many 
lX)lygainous countries have been happy and orderly enough, but 
they have remained in a state of ignorance and barbarism, wliihj 
their women have occupied a .very degraded position, randering 
advance in civilization practically impossible, lleformers cannot bo 
too careful, but neither can they be too persistent. Whatever is 
good and time in the present idea of marriage ought to bo clung to, 
but there must, be no sentimental timidity in attacking the cunning 
and insidious evils that fly to sanctuaiy, and conceal themselves, 
behind the high altar of the sacred institution. These must b<* 
hunted out without mercy. Herbert Spencer emphatically insists 
on the supreme importance of monogamy for the progress of the 
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race. “ It is clear,” lie saye, “ that monogamy has long bt*en 
growing ianato in the civ'iliy.ed man. For all the ideas and senti¬ 
ments now associated with marriage have, as their inspiration, 
singleness of union.” Ho traces an interesting connexion between 
polygamy and the militant typo of society, and between monogamy 
and industrialism ; ho shows that war is the enemy of monogamy 
and of woman. War, in killing off so many young men, brings about 
that inconvenient disparity between the numbers of the sexes, which 
creates many of our present difficulties, and makes complete freedom 
in the marriage contract a sheer impossibility. We find, then, that 
all modern lefomis—notably those in the direction of international 
intercourse, brotherly co-operation andpeaa'.—tend towards the same 
distant goal beyond our present horizon, and that no ideal can 
jiossibly be realized by itself—a solitary space of calm in a raging 
s{*a—but only in connexion, direct and indirect, with the other ideals 
of the age. All that substitutes knowledge for ignorance, insight 
for stupidity, sympatliy for aggression, love for indifference, moves 
towards salvation. 

My first article, which covered too much ground to allow details 
to bo worked out, was intended to lay down general principles, and 
to suggest ideas rather than to justify them, llie amount and the 
kind of restriction which the Static ought to consider necessary to 
protect the welfare of its members, is one of tlie most difficult ques¬ 
tions in the whole range of politics, and it could not be touched 
uj)Oii in a paper which attempted a history of marriage, however 
brief. 

It is belter, according to my view, to suffer some evils, than to cure 
them at the expense of individual freedom, because to curtail that 
freedom is to cut away part of the foundation of farther progress. 

» Freedom is more valuable than even a great benefit thrust upon us 
against our will. Better to endure (while trying to cure) evils which 
are inevitable when half-educated |>eople are at liberty to blunder “ at 
large.’’ than sink into a nation of children spoon-fed by a paternal 
government.' Germany, for instance, will have to grow up before 
she can take any step of real progress. She must achieve liberty 
to makt‘ a fool of herself, and having done so, to think better of it, 
and go forward as a nation capable of self-direction and self-control. 

In writing my first article, I took it for granted that by “ marriage ” 

' “ We have stronR prowiwl for believing that permanence in marriage relations is 
a mark of n higher civilization and higher types of character. Bnt do not let us forget 




I esidt of external authority, or power of external kind, it becomes a mere superstition. 

II fetter. Them can bo nothing which so lowers our view of marriage as the belief 
that for the imagined good of society two people whose lives and aims are in- 
liiinuonions should, by a sort of external coercion, be bound together; as if society 
hi'd ever been benefited by sacrificing the io^viduaL Here, as everywhere else, 
fivedom must be our guide. In all great matters t/t human feeling, not only the 
hiidter loTtns. but even the conception of the higher fonhs, can only bo reached through 
freedom.’'—^.Vuberoii Herbert. 
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would be understood the life union of a man and a woman, as that is 
the sense in which we always use the term in this country. But in 
case of further misunderstanding in a different direction, I must 
state that there is, as I think, no rational limit to the principle of 
liberty; moderation in liberty is as ridiculous as moderation in truth, 
or health, or happiness, or love, or any other of the elements that 

make for righteousness ” in this world. Absolute liberty, then, in 
the relations of men and women, is indeed the ideal; a limited ideal 
is as ludicrous as a limited btdief iu the axioms of geometry. But 
we can go to the utmost length of the principle, as a principle, with¬ 
out in the least ignoring the fact dAAclt upon earlier in this pai)er, 
that the State cannot fully cariy out principles purely abstract, 
because the material in which it has to work is, to say the least of it, 
imperfect. The State, therefore, in regi.stering and enforcing con¬ 
tracts between men and women, must make the stipulation that they use 
the word marriage in the national sense : that is, a.s a life-long union, 
])rovided the terms of the contract are kept faithfully. A tenipoi*aiy 
union may not be in itself necessarily vicious or evil, but the State 
cannot register it, because it dtws not coino uader the dehnition of 
marriage, 'fhat is the difference between fr(*e-marriage and pro¬ 
miscuity, and the distinction holds good even in tho case of a union 
entered into for life without any Stale registration at all. If, 
oil Ihe other hand, a cou])le change their minds, and jiart to marry 
again, and yet again, then they have placed themselves in a different 
social category, and can no longer call any of their temporary unions 
marriage in the national sense. Again, on exactly the same, 
grounds, the State cannot be called upon to register and protect a 
contract in which tho couple select merely frivolous and ridiculous 
reasons for divorce, because that is an evident attimipt to make a 
temporary contract and not a permanent on<', and to claim for* 
it the name of State-ratified marriage.' In a still distant con¬ 
dition of society, however, it is probable that unions may exist 
outside the law, but inside society; men and women caring only 
for the real bond betiveen them, and treating as of quite minor 
im])ortance the artificial or legal tie. So that gradually the State 
may come to have veiy little part in marriages. It is a mere ques¬ 
tion of the growth of tho principle of liberty, tho strengthening of 
the social feeling at the expense of tho anti-social. The tendency 
will be gradually to substitute internal for external law; the 
worship of liberty for the worship of self; social sentiment for anti¬ 
social license.’ 

* Evciything bos its comic side. ‘J On acense Henri VIII.," says Madame de 
Flamareil, alluding to his treatment of his wives; ** moi, je le eomprends, et je rabsons; 
cutait un ccenr g^n^tenx; lorsqn’il ne les aimait plus, il les tuait." ThLs is carrying 
the doctrine of the suiction by affection almost too far 1 

• « Changes whl<di'may further facilitate divorce under certain conditions are 
changes which will.make those conditions more and more rare ."—IVineiptet of 
Socidogif, vol. i. chap. xii. 
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Tins inovemeut towaitls frefedom, this tendency to lay more stjcss 
on tho real bond than on the artificial, can be studied to good purpose 
by com[jaring diffi?reiit conntries. Wherevw we find aftection in 
marriages regarded as (*sseutial, or desirable, there we have a higher 
form of society, a higher level of morality, and, above all, a moi*o pro¬ 
gressive Icndoiicy. Ueginiiing with pure savagery we pass on to more 
or less civilized countries in different stages of development; India, 
I’ersia, Cliina, Turkey, Italy, Germany, Franco, America, and England 
(I ho lisi, is not intended to be arranged in order of precedence). Tho 
rule holds good, nifjre. or Ic'.ss strictly, in all these cases. And now th(» 
foremosi connlriosS have to go a sfep further, and emphasize still more 
the inipoiianoi' of tho bond of affection and friendship, and the base¬ 
ness oI’h union sanclioned only by a nn're legal formality.* 

In (xmnection with this part of the subject Mrs. Carlyle’s delight¬ 
ful comment must not be forgotten. “ 1 do think,” slie says, “ thcni 
is much truth' in tho German idea, that marriage is a shockingly 
immoral institution, as well as what we have long known it for—an 
e.vtn'mely disagreeable one.” 

Also for our souls’isake let us contemplate the idea of th(‘ Mrs. 
Grundys of (ho Zambesi being horribly shocked when they heard of 
tho English custom of monogamy. The Makalolo women, according 
to liivingstone, did not think it at all respectable. No doubt tiny 
liurriod all tlunr young iwrsons out of oar-shot ns rapidly as they coiikl!-’ 

.Mm’riage has boon dofinod as a contract bctwt*en two persons aiul 
tho State. Because of the children the State is said to have a special 
concern in the matter. 

This is no doubt true, but it means rather less than is generally 
supposed. 

Tho State has a concern in everything that affects a human 
being, down to tho minutest details of his daily life. It matters 
to tho State every time a man smokes more cigars than are good 
for him, eveiy time a woman pinches in her waist. It mattei’S to 
tho State very much when men grow absorbed in the business of 
luoney-iunking, and have no time or ability to assist in the develop¬ 
ment of a higher type of manhood. It matters to the State perhaps 
even more when women give themselves up wholly to the care of 
their households and the rearing of their childron, rendering them¬ 
selves unfit for tlieir task, and sending forth into the already over- 

• A philosopher of Tniro, Mr. Cragoe, says; *' We arc not gods, bnt imperf<'ct shovt- 
sightccl creatures, passing through a life where change is legible ujxjn the face of all 
created things" (even ui«>n the face of our marriage institutions); “whilst mar¬ 
riages are made in heaven,” he adds, “ the bonded miseries of our mortal existence 
tire often made in the hell of our own conventions.” 

* In a letter ftom Dr. C. Fayette Taylor of New York, occur the following words: 

“ It has been the fashion for Englishmen and writers to allude sneeringiy (as if tho 
ffict nGcessarUy oariied an censure) to the divorce laws obWning in most of 

the States of the American Union, without stopping to inquire as to the actiial facts 
of tfcecasie.” llie writer goes on to say that “the persons directly involved and 
the communities .., .are gainers by these laws. 
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l>ardcned world, swarms of ill-trairtH^ stnpid, prejudiced human 
beings, whose influence :apon their fellows is evil and retrograde. 

All these things concern the State nearly, but the State cannot 
send inspectors into our homes to count the cigars of the men, and 
inquire into the system of education adopted by the women. 

In the mamage contract the State has a deep concern, but it does 
not follow therefrom that it has a riglit to interfere. 

When th«' parents Jjegin to starve and abandon their children tlie 
State naturally steps in to ]>rot(>ct its helpless members, but mitil 
the couple sin in that way why should the State make up its mind 
that they intend to do so ? It might at least give them thc< 
benefit of the doubt. 

There are plenty of laws to pi-oteet children from ill-tivatinent, 
under which the ])arentH would be piinislu'd when the offence was 
committed. Why then interfere with tin* freedom of contract in 
advance, on tin* assumption that the pan-nts are c«‘rtain to commit 
this cruelty? 

The childivn appear to bo regarded as the principal difllcnlty in 
the introduction of new marriago laws, all hough this is a Protestant 
coiintry where divorce is allowi'd, and whei'o in conse«pienc(‘ the 
question lias alreiulv had to be faced. It is strange too that this has 
m^t long ago been regarded as a tliilicully quite apart from all ques¬ 
tions of divorce. The child of avemge parents is sacrificed in the 
most ruthless manner to tradition, ignorance, and pri*judic(‘, yet 
nobody comes to the r(‘.stnie. Marriage is a‘‘sjvcredinstitution, 
iMid it does not matter what goes on under cover of its sanctity ! 

It is a.ssumecl that a chilli’s welfare is sacrificed when the parents 
ci-a.se to live together (ewn if they luibitnally pelt one another with 
i-rockery). This idea Avill probably, before long, conie to be looked 
niion as a superstition. In fact, tliere is a vast amount of siqjcr- 
stition clinging about all our ideas regarding the, relations of pavi'iit. 
and child, and of domestic life, generally, the superstition leading to 
a complicated system of .‘^elf-sacrifice through which the amiable grou]) 
minglh at last in a general liolocaust, whose fumes rise to heaven 
in invocation of the family didties. 

Why this universal slaughter of driven cattle? Will not the 
gods be other^vise appeased ? If we did but know it, the uion* they 
are fed, the greedier they become. 

Is the usual relation between fathers and sons such that one can 
imagine the son's existence blighted by the removal of the paternal 
influence ? As a nile, the best influence in a boy’s or a young man’s 
life comes to him outside the home, lie is respectful to, and perhaps 
fond of, his mother; but he does nbt (poor fellow, he cannot) treat her 
as a friend. She knows nothing, understands nothing; she has close- 
set, narrow Ktfcle ideas, trim little maxima, wise little copy-book 
precepts to suggest as solutions to the hai’d problems of life. In 
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short, our present parental and filial relations, taking the average of 
parents and children, are not so admirable as to make it worth while 
—even if it w«‘re jnslj—to bind together husband and wife in a life¬ 
long ljondag(!, and to sacj ifice the freedom of the marriage relation. 
To make this sacritice of the man and the woman, for the sake of pro¬ 
viding the children at all hazards with a constant supply of parents, 
is unjust and inexpedient. It would be so, even if divorce necessarily 
implied that children and parents w’ore to be parted for ever, which 
it does not. Divorced pannits, of conrst*, are bound equally with other 
parents to provide for their children, and to entrust their training to 
ooinpeti'iil Inmds—a condition, by the w’ay, which they by no means 
a.Iwa\'s fulfil while they remain united. They are bound to see that 
all is well done in this ivspect, but they are not bound to remain 
under one roof in order that tlieir children may enjoy the convenience 
of having both parents simultaneously w'ithin easy reach. 

'Phere is not sufficient ground in exi>erience for believing that the 
mother and father are certain or even likely to Ijo the best trainers for 
their children. Surely, it cannot be denied that the average mother 
is totally unfitted for her difficult and most important task. How 
many women, according to popular notions, make good step-mothens? 
Y('t no woman who has so little sense of justice as to treat 
children less kindly because they are not her own, is fit to bring up 
children at all. There is no reason for surprise that the ordinary 
mother should not understand principles whose application demands 
time and study which can only b(‘ bestowed on the business of one's 
lifi‘; but none the less do the childnm suffer, none the less are they 
defrauded of the inheritance of the ages. They ought to be habitually 
in the society of those who not only have special sympathy with 
young minds and a special gift for attracting their love and confi¬ 
dence, but a thorough knowledge of the laws of health and of mental 
and moral development. During a certain portion of the day—for 
instance, that which is now presided over by nurses—all little girls 
and boys might enjoy the advantage of coming within the influence 
of such “ heaven-born” friejids of children. Nature,be it remem¬ 
bered, takes no count of inotirr: a child suff'ers just as much from 
the mistakes of a devoted mother, as it suffers from w’ilful ill-treat¬ 
ment. We ought to consider, also, the enormous amount of energy 
that would be set free in our homes by this extension of the principle 
of tlie division of labour.' Only by division of labour, really excellent 
work is possible; only, therefore, by breaking down our old idea 
that the mother should always take charge of her child, or rather 

1 Fourier bit upon a profound truth when be placed at the foundation of his social 
aysU^m the “ attractions possion^cs ” of its members. Are there not many women 
amon.' the hordes tjiat now have to make their own living who. would feci this 
“passionate attraction” to the work of sympathetic education (it is more than 
•• education ” in the uapal ai'oeptatton of the'word) ? And could they not be trained. 
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that she should not allow one more competent than herself to do so. 
Some one less competent, as, for instance, the average nursemaid— 
who has not even maternal affection as a motive for good treatment— 
is not objected to by popular feeling.* 

And now for a suggestion which will appear, at first sight, to 
contradict the foregoing. I would proiwse that this system of 
educating from infancy by specialists should be prolonged when 
boys and girls grow older, and that, if ^lossible, they should continue 
to spend part of their time in their own homes, and not bt* sent 
away to public schools at a distance. AVhile the mother would 
partly surrender luu* child’s training to more able hands, the hoim*- 
influenco might, nevertheless, be much longer preserved in the Iwy’s 
life (of course a girl has it, and too much of it, till .she marries).® 
And now. supiwsing such a system to become gimernl, groups of 
from eight to ten children received daily by cultivated woimui in 
their own homes, wherein lies tlie special difficulty about the childivn 
of divorced parents ? The agreement in the contract w'ould urrango 
how they werti to b(‘ educated, and with whom they were to live, 
for how long, and so forth, down to the minutt'st details. Divorci*, 
it must be repeated, need not ])art parents and children, though if 
such parting should become necessary (as it, sometimes does without 
divorce), there would bo real homt's for the children to go to, pre¬ 
ferable beyond all comparison to the houses of relatives or friends. 
Some day we shall look back with amazememt at. our folly in giving 
the raw material of society into ignorant hands, to be mangled and 
d«‘atroyed; some day a mother’s affection will show itsfdf, not in 
industrious self-sacrifice, which reduces her to a pulpy nonentity, 
f(‘eble in body and mind, and genendly end.s in bringing her child 
to a similar condition ; but in a resolve, to take the full advantage 
of all that science is biisily providing for those who will accept her 
bounties. Tlie mother will recognize at tho same time that self- 
immolation is obsolete, even among Indian widows, and that, ns a 
civilized human being, she is acting immorally when she voluntarily 
permits herself—a unit of society—to degenerate in mind or body. 

When the hour strikes, when the conscience of women is re¬ 
directed, and the aspect of her duty changes, the prophetic saying 
of Emerson will be at last understood^—“ We shall one day l(*am to 
supersede politics by education.” 

' It U fully admitted that the mother is at present practically forced to be satfKflcd 
with incompetent substitutes; her duties compel it; but that is exactly what calls 
for reform. How many Anglo-Indians, for instance, obliged to leave their children 
in England, would be thankful if there existed, all through the country, esbiblishmcnts 
under the care of educated, high-minded women, where children might Imj left with 
the certainty that the best training which the most advanced knowlc<lgc of thfr 
century afforded would be theirs. 

* When the mother is no longer head-nurse, children’s governess, and general 
attendant, as well as housekeeper and performer of social duties, she w-ould have 
time to make herself efficient in her vnrioti.s pursuits, so tliat home-influences would 
be far more worth having than they generally are at pie.sent. 
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With regard to tlr.i custody cf children and the respective rdairas. 
of the parents, carrent ideas aro scarcely 01^ higher plane than they 
wert^ centuries ago when women were opesSljy and ostensibly treated 
as the property of men- 

.lust as the slave-girl belongs to her master, with all the children that 
she mav have, so the wife belongs to her husband, and her children also. 
According to the* odious cv^rnmt phrase, tho wife “ presents” her lord 
with a son or a daughter. This mode of regarding the matter is 
Burelv a conclusive argument against tlie doctrine of inborn moral 
ideas. 'Phe mother undergoes weariness and torture during her best 
years; she risks her health, her life, her reason, and very frequently 
bills farewell to jdiysical well-being and buoyancy of mind altogether 
llinmgh the peri)ot.nal strain, anxiety, and worry entailed by the cares 
of a family. 

Vet high-minded men—and women too—see no injustice or hard¬ 
ship in depriving a mother of tho child that has cost her, so dearly ; 
they claim for the father etpial rights in deciding its destiny, and 
indeed many people actually go so far as to consider them siqicrior to 
thr' juother’s. Clearly our idejxs of morality are the offspring of custom, 
and havi' nothing to do with an “ eternal principle ” planted within 
our hearts. It must be a strange sort of “eternal principle” wlpcli 
would sanction our present barbarous notions. It is often urged 
indeed that since the father works for liis children and provides for 
their food and education, he ought to have the siqjrenn* authority 
over them. But it is forgotten that every woman—speaking generally 
—who is at the head of a house, works at least as hard, in a different 
way, as her husband, and that thi.s makes them quits so far, although 
the woman’s work is not paid for and is therefore underrated. 

Over and above that unpaid lalx)ur, tho wife has borne and reared 
the children, and from the very nature of the case' Jxas therefore* a 
superior claim. An undo or a friend might work for the children 
far harder than the*, father ewe^r works, hut he' could not by that 
means assume rightful authority to direct their career, although the 
parents would naturally take? tho biuiefactor into their counsels. Tho 
me^ther’s right rests upon her unique relationship to the child. Tho 
sentiiw'nt of justice insists that every one shall enjoy the results 
of his toil and suffering, and if this sentiment is listened to the 
supreme authority miLst certainly bo assm*ed to the mother in case.<% 
of dispute. The bread-winner, of course, has a strong claim to bo 
consulted, and in practice there would seldom be any need to consider 
these points of justice; things would arrange themselves; never¬ 
theless, they ought to be thought out and decided, and if the plan of 
offi'ring a choice of contfacta to couples should come to be adopted, 
these are questions which would require very careful and unprejudiced 
consideration. 

Hellion, philosophy^ commerce, industrial methods, and all tho 
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departments of science and art are to criticism and i*e-direction 
according to the need^ ^and desires of the age; even domestic life 
must submit* to be SCTUtimzed, eren the institution of marriage 
cannot remain motionl'tlss on its pedestal while other things are 
moving on, 

Onr present twin-system of marriage and prostitution will be 
attacked from different stand-points, but the attack will be persistent, 
aud the blows thick and fast. Prostitution is os inseparable from our 
present lunrriage customs as the shadow from the substance. They 
are the two sides of the same shield, and not the deepest gulf 
that ever held human beings asunder can prevent the burning 
vapours of the woman's Inferno which is raging beneath our feet, 
from ijenetrating into the upper regions of respectability and 
])oisoning the veiw atmosplu're. 

Practical people think the Infenio necessary, and that the higher 
and happier manriage is a dream iin])Ossiblo to realist*. I’lio twin- 
system they believe must go on «'ternally, the division of women into 
two great classt's, lx)th nect'ssary to the community (on the “ practi¬ 
cal ” hypothesis); the one claSvS deliberattdy cut off, as far ns 
“society" has any say in the matter, fium hope and fi'om help for 
evyvmore. 

'Pile same idea—the purchaso of womaniiood—in more or less 
attractive garb, under more or less attractive conditions, rules from 
base to summit of the social Ixwly. “ But the world is blind, and 
every rc«l(‘mption must be purchased with blood.” 

liike ‘‘Nature” in her singular “Dialogue with a stranger”' 
society might exclaim, looking back to Iut former state: “ What T 
now am was once, even as a hope, a great way off. If I had hope 
then I may well hope now, I was onoo a mere boiling cauldron of 
horrible confusion under darkness and tempest; and passions and 
forces raged through and through me; yet I hoped oven then, and 
all along through the wild ages I hoped on, Tho worst is past.” 

The worst is past because wo have fixed our eyes upon the morning, 
because, after all these centuric'S of conflict, nymynlhy has been 
born into the world! “ Life is comic and pitiful as soon as the high 
ends of being fade out of sight and man becomes near-sighted and 
can only attend to what addresses the senses.” But this near-sighted¬ 
ness disappears at the command of sympathy, which discloses to all 
eyes the universal tragedy which has no last act, and upon which no 
curtain falls. It is only by love, led by knowledge, that the world 
can be saved. We are all actors in this great and mysterious 
tragedy, and our hope is in each other. If wo lose our unity, wo 
lose everything. But we shall not lose onr unity; tho spirit of it 
is growing and spreading far and wide ; it means a new era, a new 
departure in the history of the world. At the very root of our 
* Morgenr'Mu. John Puisford. 
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social life, in the relations of Bppi''ito woman, yre' 
and freedom, and from that kinrce 

that is coming, the universal twotherhoodpl^P^' ’ 

This is Utopian ? Then the worfd is inot^^l^ of moral government, 
then the friend of Mr. Blown is the true philosopher. The hopes, the^^ 
aspirations, the struggles of the noblest men and women .have beei! ' 
futile; the Devil reigns, and Love has been cheated of his own. • 

In vain has he pleaded; in vain have the tears' of anguish and 
pity been shed ; in vain is the day of woman’s redemption drawing 
near. With shouts and erajity laughter we have crucified this saviour 
who has come into the world to redeem it; %ve have nailed him to 
1 he cross of our law's and our conventions, and left him there, ampng 
our shams and onr whited sepulchres in lonely passion to b^r.'.our 
sins upon his shoulders, to suffer for our blindness, out-gel/^ni^ ^ 
plaoenco, our stupid false humility. Making indqlencq. a',viAu§3;;^,>J;- 
have laiiglied and gone our way, leaving the saviour jqf metf 'to*'* 
agonize through the long and awful darkness of the might. 
much longer must he bear it, who deserts us not even in the hour 
his bitterest anguish ? When will men consimt to their redemption ? ’ ’’ 
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.CENTENARY CELEBRATIONS IN 1788. 

f 

i* < 

As tli 9 year 1888 ia passing away, it is intexestiiig for a moment to 
look back over a century and see what our ancestors were doing to 
celebrate the doable event which'distinguislies the year ’88. ' English- 
men^a^^not good at remembering historical dates, but we have been 
sq^Cielti^ reminded by Mr. Augustas Harris and by the people, of 
in 1588 the Spanish Armada was defeated, and those of 
b®i^-have recently referred to our histories may recollect that in 1688 
ll^es II. was driven from his throne., By the first event our national 
il^i)|!ependence in religion and politics was preserved from a serious 
If^uger; by the second, Roman Catholic bigotry and Stuart despotism 
(^e together expelled, and the system of parliamentary government 
ailisapermanently established. Curiously enough, in the present year 
bf l888, it is the former event, with all its dramatic surroundings, 
which alone excites our rather mild enthusiasm, while the more prosaic 
ind more, partisan conilict of the Revolution appears almost paltry in 
this tolerant epoch. On the other hand, a hundred years ago the 
Armada Was barely remembered, and all the enthusiasm of which 
statesman and citizen were capable was concentrated on the events 
which had Established the sovereignty of Parliament. 

The reason for this change of sentiment probably is that in 1788 
the position of the House of Commons was still unstable—only twelve 
years earlier the Duke of Richmond writes to Burke that he believes 
England is on the verge of despotism, and therefore he is going to 
tiy to secure a peerage for himself in France—and this very insta¬ 
bility brought home to men’s minds the importance of the victory won 
at the Revolution. Now that we have become fully accustomed to 
the absolute pre-eminence in power of the Lower House, we are less 
interested in celebrating the birth of this supremacy than in devising 
means for turning it to good use. 

But perhaps this is paying too great a Compliment to ourselve^', 
aA compared with our ancestors, for in the coarse of this article it 
will be seen that the men who in 1788 eat an^ danced, and preached 
ttnd prayed, roasted oxen and let off fireworks, in honour of the land- 
mg of William of Orange, had also in their minds the future uses to 
which parliamentary power might be put. The year was, in fact, in 
many ways a remarkable one. Daring the latter half of las^pentuiy' 
philanthropic and humanitarian ideas had made enormous progress in 
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England, as elsewhere, and the influence of these ideas bore fruit in 
1788, in Pitt’s motion for the regulation of the slave trade, and in 
the impeachment of IVarreu Hastings. The object of this article is 
to remind Englishmen of to-daj; of the movements which engaged 
the att(?ntion of our, ancestors a hundred years ago, and of the senti¬ 
ments, real or supcr/icial, Which actuated them in celebrating the 
first centenary of flio “ (xlorious Eevolution.” 

Tho key-noto of the centenary celebration is struck in a poem 
wliich aijpc'aie in tlioi/wrnmy Vod of Nov. 5, “An Ode in Commemo¬ 
ration of tho Glorious Revolution of 1688, by W. Mason, M.A.” It 
is ranch too long to quote at full length, and the personal pronouns 
aro so involved that it is rather difficult always to make out who tho 
is who takes such a prominent part in the poem. The following 
excorpts are about tho least bald stanzas in the bulky original, and 
have at any rate this advantage over tho complete -poem, that by 
reading these only it is possible, with a comparatively slight mental 
eftbrt, to arrive at a connected meaning. 

“ Was there an angel in the sky, 

That glowed not with celestial joy, 

When Freedom in her native charms, 

Descended from her throne of light ? * 

Since then triumphant on the car of Time 
Twice fifty years in gnidual train have rolled. 

And seen the Goddess from her sphere sublime 
The sacred page unfold, 

Inscribed by Hers and Nassau’s hands, 

On which the hallowed charter stands 
That bills Britannia’s sons be free. 

Again she comes to magnify her reign, 

And make tho world her own. 

Her fire e’en France presumes to feel 
And half unsheaths the patriot steel. 

Hark how from either India’s sultry bound, 

From regions girded by the burning zone, 

Her all attentive car with sigh profound, 

Has heard the captive’s moan. 

Tell them,lthoy vainly grace, with festive joy, 

The day that freed them from oppr^ion's rod, 

At slavery’s mart who barter and who buy 
The image of their God. 

But peace I—their conscience feels the wrong; 

Prom Britain’s congregated tongue. 

Repentant breaks the choral lay, 

*Not unto us, indulgent Heaven, 

In partial streams be freedom given, 

But pour her treasures wide and guard with legal sway.’ ” 

Aboutthe literary merit of this composition the less said the better, 
but the few stansas here resuscitated are very useful as givmg in a 
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compact form the priimwal points involved in the celebration of the 
Revolution. The “ halu^ed charter’’ is of course the Bill of Rights— 
the bargain between the I*rince of Qrange and the People of England, 
by which the one party obtained the crown of Great Britain, and the 
ether constitutional government. ■ allusion to the premonitory 
rumblings of the Frtmch Revolution is enlivened by the unfortunate 
word “ presumes.” Englishmen habitually adopt an air of confident 
superiority to the rest of the world whenever the subject of self- 
government is mentioned, but we hardly go so far—in prose—as to 
hint that it is presumption for a Fi’enchman oven to desire tlie aboli¬ 
tion of tyranny. 

The next verso is much more happy. The event of the year, in 
connection with the East Indies, was the commencenn'nt of the trial 
of Warren Hastings. This remarkable man, the first Govornor- 
Gi'neral of India, and next perhaps to Clive the principal founder 
of our Eastern Empire, had recently returned home, ])rond of the 
con(]uests which his skill in warfare and diplomacy had won for 
England ; and all the more proud because they had been won in 
spite of the factious opposition of his own council in India, and tho 
narrow greed of his directors at homo. The warmth of his first 
reception only confirmed his very natural belief that he would receive 
full recompense in honour for tho material advantages which his 
skill and energy had brought to his country; but the other side of 
tho picture was all too soon disclosed. New territory had been 
conquered, increased revenues had been acquired, tho British power 
had been firndy established. But Ixow ? The animosity of Philip 
Francis, aided by tho fierce eloquence of Burke and Khoridan, laid 
bare tho disgraceful story. To gain his ends Hosstings had not 
shrunk from employing, as it suited him, the most brutal viohmeo 
or tho meanest treachery. Prisoners in tho custody of British 
oflRcors had been subjected to the refinements of native torture; 
princes who had trusted in British honour had been ruthlessly 
robbed. 

As these terrible charges were one by one brought to light in succes- 
'sive motions in the House of Commons, the indignation of the country 
at tho foul disgrace to the British name was at length aroused. 
By a largo majority the House decided on the impeachment of 
Hastings, and early in 1788 the trial was opened in Westminster 
Hall, before the full House of Lords sitting amid all the pageantry 
that mediffivalism could remember or the importance of the man 
and of the matter suggest. Crowds flocked daily to Westminster 
Hall to listen to the brilliant eloquence of the managers of the 
indictment, and to watch the strange spectacle of the great lever of 
English liberties—^the right of impeachment by the Commons- 
being applied to redress tho wrongs of Hindoos and Mussulmans 
living six thousand miles from England’s shores. 

• 
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But it was not only towards the East that the widening sympathies 
of the English people reached out j they etttbraced also the Indies 
of the West, and the sufferings of the plantation slaves and the 
horrors of the Middle Passage kindled a fire of generous emotion 
and stern resolve tllat spread throughout the whole of the United 
Kingdom. Ono of the events which most contributed towards 
forming the determination of Englishmen to put down the slave 
trade, wjis the decision in the celebrated case of the slave, tlames 
Somerset. Tins man, who had been brought to England by his 
master from the West Indies as a body servant, escaped while in 
London, was recaptured, and confined in a ship in the Thames 
to await reshipment to Jamaica. A writ of Habeas Corpus was 
moved for by his friends, and, after an elaborate hearing in the 
Court of King’s Bench, Chief Justice Mansfield reluctantly decided; 
that considerations of the veste4 interests involved could not over¬ 
ride the law of the land; that in England, since the extinction of 
villeinage, the law had recognized no form of slavery j and that 
therefore the man Somerset must be discharged. 

This w'as in 1772, and the immediate consequences of the decision 
were, first, the breakdown of the common practice of buying and 
selling negro slaves in England for shipment to the plantations; 
secondly, the initiation of an organized movement for the entire 
abolition of the slave trade. It was against the trade in slaves 
rather tlian against the institution of slavery that the strength of 
the movement was directed. The trade was undoubtedly the greater 
evil, and many of the most ardent agitators for its suppression were 
reluctant to abolish altogether the institution of slavery, which then 
seemed absolutely essential to the continuance of the sugar industry, 
and which might, at any rate in theory, be worked without dis¬ 
regarding the primary dictates of humanity. So universal indeed 
was the practice of slaveholding, that even missionary societies 
possessed slaves, and as late as 1783 the Society for the Propagation 
of the Gospel deliberately refused to give Christian instruction to 
the slaves on their estate in Barbadoes on the plea that it might 
encourage them to revolt. 

This striking instance shows how small a support would have 
been accorded to propo.sals for a complete abolition of slavery. But 
about the iniquity and cruelty of the trade in slaves there could be 
no question. Free men living in comfort and plenty were violently 
taken from their homes, packed in layers under the decks of a ship, 
carried thus for weeks in the tropical seas, and then sold to perpetual 
servitude. If they fell sick on the voyage, they were thrown over¬ 
board ; if they pined for want of exercise, they were brought up on 
deck and made to dance under the stimulus of the whip. Every 
year a hundred thousand human beings made this passage from 
Africa to the West Indies. Why should the planters economize 
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'tJh.eir old slaves when there was thi? plentiful supply of fresh 
material ? Work theigi.till they drop, cut down their rations to a 
minimum, and if they Itre troublesome flog them to death. But if, 
said the reformers, we can stop the importations from Africa, then the 
planters must rely on the natural increase among the already existing 
slave population, and self-interest will compel greater humanity. 

These arguments are still interesting as showing the tentative 
gradual way in which all great reforms must proceed. But the 
feature of the movement which more specially throws light on the 
character of the time, is the fact that the anti-slave trade movement 
depended solely on humanitarian feelings, and that these feelings 
had gained such sti’ength within two generations as to completely 
reverse the average opinion of Englishmen. In 1713 our statesmen, 
in negotiating the Treaty of Utrecht, had insisted that England 
should acquire the monopoly of the slave trade. Of all the pro¬ 
visions of the Treaty this was apparently the only one which secured 
the popular enthusiasm of the nation. During the succeeding seventy 
3 ’^ears, England reaped out of this clause a rich liarvest; her ships 
and sailors W'ero busily employed, and it was estimated that Liver¬ 
pool netted a quarter of a million sterling out of the trade. And yet 
in 1788 the Prime ISiIinister of England rose in his place in the 
House of Commons, and gave notice of a motion for a temporary 
ilegulatiug Act, and for a Commission to consider whether the trade 
•could not be completely supprosed. 

After this rather lengthy commentary on Mr. Mason’s poem, lot 
us pass on to some of the reimrts of the gatherings which took place 
dll celebration of the centenary of the llevolution. In the Morning 
Pod of Nov. G, is a report of a meeting of the Constitutional Club, 
2 Jrefaccd by the following note:— 

“ Tlie institution of the Constitutional Club being for the express purpose 
•of maintaining tho Bights of the People, and the Freedom of Election, tbo 
celebxutiou of the Centenary of the Revolution was an opportunity eagerly 
seized upon by the members of this Society to show their re.sjiect and 
gratitude to the memory of tho immortal Kino Wilmam, to whom this 
country is indebted for its Liberties and Independence.” 

Erom tho report which follows we learn that the members attended 
Divine service at St, Margaret's Church, Westminster, in tho morning, 
and early in the evening twelve hundhed of them met for dinner at 
Willis’s Booms. Lord Hood was in the chair, and the Marquis of 
Graham, Lord Robert Fitzgerald, &c. &c., acted as stewards, and 

with the greatest politeness attended at the diflerent tables and 
saw that the company were properly attended to and well accommo¬ 
dated.” The first toast given by the noble chairman was—^Tho 
Bights of the People; this was followed by a toast to the memory 
of King William, and by the usual loyal toasts to the reigning 
Sovereign and his family. King George was at the time suffering 



The Westminster Review, 


642 

from ouG of the most serious of his attacks of madness, and respectful 
allusions were made to his misfortune. The following quotation 
from the Momimj Post of Nov. 8 shows, however, that his Majesty 
did not receive the same attention at all the commemoration, 
banquets:— , 

“ At the devolution Scxiiety, at the Constitutional Club, and in short at- 
every assembly of the sort of which we have had any account, tJte Whi(j 
Club exccptiiil, his Alajesty’s health was cheerfully and cordially drank. 
And what is tJio iiifcrciice to bo drawn from such a conduct in the Whig 
(Jlnb? Why this: They are the only set of men who on this joyful 
occasion sullerod factious and piuliy motives to get the better of them so far- 
as to treat with silent neglect—perhaps contempt—one branch of that 
glorious Constitution which the llevolution served to procure for this 
<‘ouutry. The Whigs of 1088 thought a Constitution composed of King, 
Lords, and Commons that for which they were bound to shed their blood, 
but the nominal Whigs of 1788 think Lords and Commons quite enoiigh— 
nay, they would bo content to see even the Lords discarded—^d in this case 
the nation would bo happily freed from the buiden of a Parliament, while 
the busint'ss of the nation would bo settled with great conviviality and 
honesty by the .Whig Club assembled a.t the Crown and Anchor, or at 
Jlrookes’s, ns might bo found convenient.” 

Among Iho banquets which took place on this occasion was a largo 
dinner at the London Tavern, presided over by Lord Stanhope, and 
the toasi s which W(to drunk at it give us a curious idea of the view's 
of our ancestors a century ago. There is not room here to quote them 
all, but tlio following rather full selection will sufficiently indicate 
their general character:— 

1. Tho "Majesty of the People; 2. The Glorious Eevolution and 
Immortal iMemory of our great deliverer, King William the Third ; 
3. Tho King and the Koyal Family; 0. The Immortal Memory of 
Alfred tlic Great, and may all the kings of tho earth imitate his 
example; 7. May tho principles of Magna Charta, of the Habeas 
Corpus Act, and of the Incomparable Bill of Rights bo deeply en¬ 
graved for ever on every British breast; 9. Tho cause of Liberty 
throughout the Globe; 10. May the example of one Revolution 
prevent the necessity of another; I L Sviccess to that Government 
that prefers armed Citizens to armed Slaves; 15. Mr. Howard and 
the Friends of Humanity throughout tho Globe; 17. Tlio Im¬ 
mortal Memory of Hampden, Pyra, Russel, and Sydney; 19. May 
the dawn of Liberty on the Continent be soon succeeded by the 
bright Sunshine of personal and mental freedom; 21. Volunteer 
Crews and no Pressgangs; 22. The Tars of Old England; 23. A 
speedy restoration of the rights of the People to a fair and equal' 
representation in Parliament; 24. A total abolition of the Slave 
Trade; 25. A Revision of the Code of Criminal Laws; 26. When 
Kings lose their utility, may the People find their dignity. 

Most of the allusions in these toasts are sufficiently obvious. In 
the year 1788 tho philanthropic labours of John Howard for thet 
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reformation of English prisons were drawing to a close. He com¬ 
menced hia mission in 1773, and his reports on the condition of 
gaols all over England were rapidly successful in securing remedial 
measures from Parliament. Probably, in fact, few reformers have 
seen success so soon reward their efforts, but few have dealt with 
such terrible evils. In many gaols visited by Howard the prisoners 
had no allowance of food, but subsisted on the doles dropped into 
their hands by charitable persons as they passed their barred ca^es. 
Convicts of both sexes and of every age were often crowded 
together in subteri-anean cells, unlighted, unwarmed, undrained. 
The air was foul with filthy exhalations, loathsome diseases of the 
skill were almost universal, and gaol fever every year carried off 
more victims even than the gallows. 

And the gallows then was seldom idle. Reformers might well 
toast a revision of the code of criminal laws. The criminal laws of 
England were a disgrace to Europe; they were an ill-digested mass 
of antiquated custom, overlaid with piles of disconnected, badly-drawn 
statutes. The only common characteristic of the wliole code was its 
sanguinary fierceness. Alore than one hundred and fifty oflences wore 
punishable by death, and though injured persons constantly refused 
to prosecute offenders, witnesses to appear, and juries to convict, and 
though of those convicted about half wore pardoned by the Crown, 
still the number of men and women who every year went to the 
gallows was enormous. At tho same time, the provisions, of the 
law were so utterly haphazard, that it was often pure chance 
whether a criminal would turn out to be guilty of -a capital offence 
or merely of a misdemeanour. 

Another serious evil from which England was then suffering was tho 
system pf impressment for the navy. This arbitrary interference 
with private liberty was based on long-continued custom, and Lord 
Mansfield, when appealed to, declared that its legality could not bo 
disputed. Approaching the question from the other side, tho side of 
utility. Lord Chatham had stated his belief that without the press- 
gang it would be impossible to maintain the navy. But in spite of 
these dicta the humanitarian feeling of England was rising strong 
against the continuance of this cruel tyranny. 

As another of the above quoted toasts shows, tho desire for Par¬ 
liamentary reform was also one of tho prominent impulses of the 
time. The question had been brought before Parliament in 1780 by 
the Duke of Richmond, who proposed universal suffrage and annual 
Parliaments, and again by Pitt, in a much more moderate form, in 
1784. It is probable that this question, along with many other 
important political and social questions, would soon have been 
settled but for the outbreak of the French Revolution. This event, 
which was partially anticipated by the end of 1788, did perhaps as 
much harm in England as it did good in France. There, reforms 
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for which tho country had been waiting for centuries, were carried 
through with a rush ; but this very rush frightened the reformers of 
England, and questions already ripe for solution were postponed for 
a quarter of a century. 

To return to the lighter side of the gatherings in November 1788, 
and to pass from the metropolis to the country, we leam from 
the daily papers that at Reigate, in Surrey, “ the Jubilee of the 
Glorious Revolution was celebrated with uncommon felicity and joy. 
The morning opened with the musick of the steeple. About three 
o’clock the gentlemen of that town and neighbourhood, among whom 
were several Freemasons, assembled at the Swan Inn, where a very 
elegant dinner was provided for them. In the evening a bonfire was 
made, barrels of beer were given to the populace, and the day con¬ 
cluded with every demonstration of hilarity and mirth.” 

This raport appears in the Morning ChronkU - of Nov. 7, 
which is perhaps as prompt as could be expected; but apparently 
editors were .less anxious to have their news smoking hot in 
1788 than they are in 1888, for the bulk of reports of celebrations 
in various towns on the 5th, do not appear in the London newspapers 
till the 13th and 14th of the month. A few of these reports may be 
quoted. 

At Birmingham “ the day was ushered in by ringing of bells, and 
at three o’clock a large assembly sat down to dinner at the hotel.” 
The inhabitants of the Midland metropolis would probably be puzzled 
to say which was the hotel now in Birmingham. “ The majority of 
tho company was dressed in blue coats with orange capes, having on 
beautiful emblematical buttons manufactured by ingenious gentle¬ 
men of the town. They likewise wore, pendant on an orange ribbon, 
elegant silver medals, which were struck upon the occasion. Of 
these medals a quantity, of a difierent metal, were distributed among 
the populace.” After dark the streets and principal buildings were 
illuminated, and transparencies and ornamental lights were shown 
from the hotel. The next night there was a ball, also at tho hotel, 
at which ladies as well as gentlemen wore orange and blue. 

At Sheffield most of the gentlemen wore blue coats with orange 
capes, and buttons on which was struck the head of William III. 

At Leeds the celebration of the Revolution Jubilee was attended 
with every demonstration of joy and gratitude. “ The ball at our 
Assembly Rooms on Tuesday evening, was a Very brilliant one; near 
three hundred ladies and gentlemen being present.” 

At York “ the Corporation went in procession to the Cathedral in 
their formalities, preceded by the City band, and a sermon applicable 
to the occasion was delivered. Seve^ select parties dined together 
in the city, which was elegantly illuminated. The evening closed 
with a crowded ball, and ale was liberally distributed in the streets.” 

At Hull “ the societies in the town endeavoured to outvie one 
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another in displaying their new colours with various kinds of inscrip¬ 
tions. The garrison guns were fired, and the ships in the docks and 
harbour had all their colours flying.” 

At Selby an ox was roasted whole, and distributed to the populace 
at the Market Cross, with a large quantity of ale. 

At Pocklington, Sir Joseph Penniugton, “on the above joyful 
occasion, gave great plenty of beef, ham, &c., to his tenants.” 

The Mayor and Corporation of Gloucester went in procession to 
the Cathedral, and “ heard an excellent discourse from the Dean.” 

Similarly at Hereford, the Mayor and Corporation, followed by 
the City companies with their colours, attended Divine service at 
the Cathedral. Afterwards “ an elegant dinner was provided by the 
Revolution Society at the Swan and Falcon, at which were present 
the Lord Bishop of Hereford, Lord Bateman, Lord Malden, Sir 
George Cornewall, and others to the number of 150.” 

At Richmond, in Yorkshire, they celebrated the day with ringing 
of liells and a large bonfire in the market-place. 

At Derby, John Crompton, Esq., “gave a fat ox and ton fat 
sheep, which were roasted whole in different parts of the town and 
given to the populace.” 

Plymouth distinguished itself by uniting in one celebration the 
two events of the year ‘88—the Armada and the Revolution. 
Salutes were fired from the citadel and from the fleet, dinners eaten, 
toasts drunk, and the evening wound up with dancing and fire¬ 
works. 

In Scotland the celebrations were slightly more solemn, as might 
be expected. At Edinburgh “ the fifth instant was observed as a 
day of thanksgiving. A number of excellent sermons were preached 
at the various churches, in which the rise, progress, motives, and 
joyful effects of the Revolution that followed, wore pointed out in a 
most masterly and patriotic manner.” At Glasgow, in obedience to 
an order of the General Assembly of the Church of Scotland, busi¬ 
ness was suspended during the day, and there was feasting in the 
evening. 

But the most dramatic celebration took place in Derbyshire, at 
the towns of Whittington and Chesterfield, not far from the seat of 
the Cavendish family. At both towns there were public dinners 
presided over by descendants of the great Whig families, who had 
been mainly instrumental in bringing about the Revolution. There 
were also processions with bands and flags and symbolic figures, and 
Chesterfield wound up the day with a grand ball for the county 
gentry, and fireworks and free liquor for the general populace. Nor 
was the celebration a mere party glorification got up by the Whig 
nobility. The writer of the report in the Chnileman'a Magazine, 
concludes with the remark: “ It was not the least pleasing circum¬ 
stance attending this meeting that all party distinctions were for- 
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gotten. Persons of all ranks and denominations wore orange and 
blue in memoiy of our glorious Deliverer. And the most respectable 
Roman Catholic families, satisfied with the mild toleration of Govern¬ 
ment in the exercise of their religion, vied in their endeavours to 
show how just a sense they had of the value of CiViL Liberty.” 

This last sentence contains the justification for our continuing to 
give national honour to the event which we used proudly to call 
Our Glorious Revolution, until the broader meaning of the word 
was drowned in blood on the Place de la Republique. As the 
(rcntlevums Magazine rightly says, the real triumph of the Revolution 
was the attainment of civil liberty. Religious questions were un¬ 
doubtedly involved, and, probably, without their presence there would 
not have been sufficient motive power to force on the crisis. But 
once the victory was completely gained, the spirit of toleration began 
to make sure progress, and to lead the way to religious freedom. 

For the victory gained in 1688 was infinitely more than a mere 
change of king, or change of dynasty: it was a change of ideas. 
Under the Stuarts, King and Church had done their utmost to make 
the nation accept the utterly un-English doctrine that a King rules 
by right divine. Time-serving judges had disregarded statute and 
precedent in order to uphold on all possible occasions, and extend in 
all possible ways, the power of the Royal Prerogative. Ecclesiasticism 
in the pulpit and corntption on the bench, were strangling out of 
existence the liberties inherent in our Constitution. Under the two 
last Stuarts, the remembrance of the horrors of the late Rebellion 
made men shrink from incurring the responsibilities of a new one, 
and left room for the insidious advances of the power of the Crown. 
A few more years of this regime and the English people might have 
sunk in submission to an absolute monarch. 

But the Revolution did more than sweep away the whole card- 
house of sophisms about right divine; it did more than save our 
old liberties: it gave us new ones. With the declaration of the 
Convention that the throne of England was vacant, the Government 
of our country ceased to be personal and became parliamentary. The 
body that could dismiss one Sovereign and hold the Crown in abey¬ 
ance till it had elected another, had obviously power enough to call 
Ministers to account and to settle any question it chose to make its 
own. It is from the landing of William of Orange that dates 
the transference of the real power in the State from the Crown to 
the Commons. Questions of detail might still remain unsettled and 
give rise to fresh conflict, but the main point was determined 
beyond hope of revision, that in all matters of government, small or 
great, the fiAal authority lies with the House of Commons. 



THE WAKING DREAMS OF TWO LORD 
CHANCELLORS. 


The realm of imagination has always had a wonderful fascination 
for man. Spenser, who himself revelled in it, calls it “ the world's 
sweet inn from care and wearysome turmoil;and it has formed tho 
delight of many, when with weary hf'arts tluy realmed tho unsalis- 
I'iictoi-iness of their surroundings, and felt that this life is not wiiat 
it ought to be, or even as it might bo. Not only Iho foolish ones of 
this earth have given free scop<i to their imaginations, and amused 
themselves with building castles in tho air, with fancying an ideal 
state, where every wish, whether for good or evil, will be fulfilled; 
but some of tho v(*ry wisest have been amongst, t liodroamors. 8olon 
was said to have written in his last days of a perfect island, and 
Plato also had some such ideal paradise; but it is only with two of 
our own countrymen that wo mean to deal at present. 

In tho sixteenth, and again in tho seventeentli century, wo find 
one of tho greatest men of each era choo.sing this dream of perfinc- 
tion as an amusement for tho leisure, they could snatcli from their 
other weighty employments. Both of them Ixivd Chancellors of 
England, favourites for a time with their respective sovereigus, 
eminent lawyers, encouragers of learning, authors of enduring fame, 
and living, each of them, in a great epoch of their country’s history, 
their fancy seems to have strayed to tho sumo subject for a pastime, 
tho one as a relaxation in tho midst of his multifarious business, tho 
other as a solace in his enforced retirement and old age. 

Perhaps tho difierent seasons of life at which tlujy wrote their 
works may partly account for the variance in the works themselves; 
it was natural that a young man should dream more of social reforms, 
an older one of scientific discoveries. Then the different epochs in 
which they lived had also their effect. More was still to some extent 
under tho influence of the schoolmen, who despised all scientific and 
mechanical effort for the relief of mankind, believing, as Seneca 
expressed it, that “ the invention of such things is drudgery for the 
lowest slaves; philosophy lies deeper; it is not her office to teach 
men how to use their hands, the object of her lessons is to form the 
soul.” Lord Bacon was completely emancipated from that idea, and 
the purpose of philosophy, in his opinion, was the relief of man’s 
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estate. But the great dissimilitude in their nature must still more be 
taken into account. Both were of mild temper and courteous manner; 
More with his sim^e straightforwardness, his capacity for steadfast 
friendship, his liigh moral and religious principles, revealing a nature 
likely to believe that the noblest study of mankind is man, and that 
goodness and love are of all things the most precious, contrasts 
forcibly with what we know of the other Lord Chancellor. And as 
th»^ men agree in some points and differ in others, so with their ^ 
books. Each sketches a pure, good people, discovered living on an 
island hitherto unknown; but while the one discourses fully on the 
.advancoment shown in social and political matters, the other confines 
himself almost completely to the scientific wonders of the House of 
Solaraona. Brobably the idea of the Utopia was suggested to Sir 
Thomas More by the Critias of Plato; but at this time the whole 
civilized world was being roused by strange stories of new lands and 
now people. 

Only a few years before he wrote his famous work, all Europe had 
been astonished by the wonderful discoveries of Columbus beyond 
the Atlantic wave. The popular fancy had been caught by the 
rumours of the fabulous wealth and the strange people foimd on 
those sliores, and the keen interest was heightened by the mystei-y 
and secrecy maintained by the Spaniards over the announcement of 
the New World. A traveller’s tale, therefore, fell on willing ears, 
and Sir Thomas More adopted this pleasing guise to enable him to 
set forth his opinions on subjects that it would have been dangerous 
for him to have discussed openly. While writing for a wise purpose, 
ho at the same time derived great pleasure from his fancy. In a 
letter to Erasmus in 1517, a year after the publication of his work, 
he tells him, “ That he is in the clouds with the dream of the 
Government to bo offered him by his Utopians, fancies himself a 
grand potentate with a crown and a Franciscan cloak, followed by 
a grand procession of the Amauri. Should it please heaven to exalt 
him to this high dignity, where he will be too high to think of 
common acquaintances, he will still keep a corner in his heart for 
Erasmus and Tunstnl, and should they pay him a visit to Utopia, he 
will make all his subjects honour them as is befitting the friends of 
majesty. The mom has dawned and dispelled his dream, and 
stripped off his royalty, plunging him down into his old mill round 
at the Court.” 

If the author enjoyed his book, the readers were also enchanted 
with it, one calling it “ a most pleasant, fruitfull, and wittie worke 
and Erasmus, in another letter, tells of a burgomaster at Antwerp 
being so pleased with it, that he knew it all by heart; and who can 
wonder at it, when the very name of the book has passed into the 
English language as a synonym for an earthly paradise. 

In our days Communists are looked for from amongst the class that 
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have nothing to lose but everything to gain, if their creed is carried 
into effect j but here is the Lord Chancellor of one of Elngland’s 
most luxurious kings, placing his ideal paradise *in an island where 
everything was held in common, where gold and silver were only 
used for contemptuous purposes, where all were dressed alike in 
sober garments, and where jewels were worn by children only. At 
a time when the households of the rich were filled with retainers, 
he pictures a community where the malefactors were the only bond- 
men, where all were on a perfect equality, age and experience 
being the sole superiority admitted j where there were no servants, 
the young waited on the old, the children on their parents. But 
strange as these sentiments might sound in the ears of More’s 
contemporaries, the time had come when there was to be a breaking 
up of old things, an awakening fi'om a long sleep, a transition from 
the narrowness of the Middle Ages to the breadth of modern times : 
truly a new birth. Men began to think for themselves, and to express 
their thoughts, though still often at the risk of their lives. Oolet 
dared to denounce the war King Henry had entered on in strong 
terms, thundering from St. Paul’s that, “ an unjust peace is better 
than the justest war; ” and though belief in the divine right of 
kings lasted another century with the populace, Erasmus was bold 
enough to say that, “ Kings who are scarcely men, are called 
‘ divine ; ’ they are ‘ invincible,’ though they fly from every battle¬ 
field ; ‘ serene,’ though they turn tlie world upside down in a storm 
of war; ‘ illustrious,’ though they grovel in ignorance of all that 
is noble; ‘ Catholic,’ though they follow anything, rather than 
Christ.” 

So with Sir Thomas More, though his dear friend Erasmus ex¬ 
claimed with reference to him; “ When did Nature mould a temper 
more gentle, endearing, and happy, than the temper of Thomas 
More! ” yet beneath that simny temperament lay an indomitable 
nature, not to be bent out of its course, or turned aside from his 
fixed principles, but able to carry even to death the motto he choose 
when he took office: First look to God, and after God, to the 
King.” 

More was the first to turn from the purely religious and intellec¬ 
tual changes that had been made, and to think of the social reforms 
needed; and it is a wonderful ciy for the poor that he sends up at 
a time when theirs was a life so wretched that even a beast’s life 
seems enviable.” Scarcely a change made in these latter times but 
he shadows forth t^e need for it and suggests what it ought to be. 

The evils of a huge standihg army he inveighes agaonst, but there 
is another grievance which he considers " is proper and peculiar to 
Englishmen alone: that one covetous and insatiable cormorant and 
very plague of his native country may compass about and inclose many 
acres of ground together with one pale or hedge, and the husband- 
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man be thrust out of their own.” “ Away they trudge I say out of 
their known and accustomed houses, finding no place to rest in.” 

The true end of punishment he shows ought to be reformation^ 
or, os ho puts it, “ the destruction of vices and saving of men,” a 
doctrine that has only'now gained ground; but, os he says, “ it is not 
]K»ssiblo for all things to be well unless all men were good. Which 
I think will not bo y(?t these good many years.” The j)romoters of 
the Channel tunnel would not have found favour in his sight, as he \ 
evidently thought an island the preferable shape for an impregnable 
kingflom, and tells how the king caused the sea to flow round about 
the laud in Utopia; but “ woman’s rights ” and the “ temperance 
question ” might have found in him an able supporter, for “ the 
good wife” was not only joined with the “ good man” in the rule of 
tho household, and in all the studies of his spare hours,, but on the 
battle-field was encouraged to “stand every one by her own 
husband’s side ; ” and com was sown only for bread, and “ Oh holy 
Commonwealth and of Christians to be followed, there be neither 
wine taverns nor ale houses.” 

An American humorist says the ancients have stolen all our 
modern ideas, and hero we find many things that the modems claim 
as their ouii, from the “ nine hour’s movement,” the care for prevent¬ 
ing infection, sanitary arrangements, &c., down to the hatehing of 
chickens by a hybernating machine. 

Rut of all remarkable things in Utopia, More’s moderate and liberal 
views in respect to religion are the most remarkable. “ First of all, ho 
(the king) mjide a decree that it should bo law'ful for every man to 
favour and follow what religion he would.” “ That no man should bo 
blamed for reasoning in.tho maintenance of his religion,” but if he could 
not by fair and g(}ntlo speech induce them unto his opinion “ yet he 
should use no kind of. violence and refrain from displeasant and tedious 
words,” on pain of banishment or bondage. He “ gave to every man free 
liberty and choice to believe what he would.” “ Saving that he earnestly 
and straitly charged them, that no man should conceive so vile and 
base an opinion of the dignity of man’s nature as to think that the 
souls do die and perish with the body, or that the world runneth at 
all aventures governed by no divine providence. Him that is of a 
contrary opinion^ they count not in the number of men, much less 
in the number of their citizens, whose laws and ordinances if it were 
not for fear he would do nothing at all esteem.” “ Wherefore he that 
is thus minded is deprived of all honours, excluded from all common 
administrations in the weal public. Howbeit they put him to no 
punishment, because they be persuaded that it is in no man’s power 
to believe what he list.” 

What a wonderful spirit of liberality and a clearness of judgment 
at such a time, when, the strife was only commencing between the 
Papacy and the Retbrmation, when reli^ous toleration seemed a 
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thing unknown, and persecution was considered not only right but 
virtuous by both parties. Well might he finish by saying that 
many things be in the Utopian weal public which in our cities I 
may rather wish for than hope after.” 

If Lord Bacon had not left his New Atlantis unfinished, he also might 
have given us in it his ideas of perfection in government; but naturally 
the part came first in which his heart was most interested. Ono 
thing we may assume, that it would not have been so ascetic as that 
of Utopia; for gold, jewels, and fine raiment are freely used among 
the inhabitants of New Atlantis, and drink of three sorts are de¬ 
scribed, all wholesome and good. The religion of the people is dealt 
with and in a very fine spirit, but the motive for the book was the 
same as ho gives for the building of Solamona’s house: “ The end 
of our foundation is the knowledge of causes and secret motions of 
things, and the enlarging of the bounds of human empire to the 
effecting of all things possible.” 

As in More’s time the nation was throwing off tho trammels of 
monastic thought, now in tho ago when Bacon lived, another groat 
change was taking place in the public mind. Tho world had become 
tired of the school philosophy, and science, after a sleep of nearly two 
thousand years, WJis again beginning to ask her daring questions. 
In the century that elapsed between the issue of the two books, 
Coi>emicua had lived and enunciated his scheme of tho solar system ; 
and Bruno had suffered unto death for believing that Matter was 
the universal mother. And tho New Atlantis was sent forth in tho 
midst of tho vain struggle of Galileo with the Inquisition. Tf'hero 
is nothing wild or improbable in this dream of science which he 
unfolds, nothing but what he hoped would be, when tho inductive 
philosophy had done its work ; and although to tho men of his time 
it must have read like a fairy tale, yet now many of tho prodigies 
have been accomplished, and many more with time and patience 
may be. 

Holding in perfect control his powerful imagination, he yet gave 
it free scope, and “ the Interpreters of Nature ” in the New Atlantis 
are represented as far in advance of our modern scientists. Tho 
possibility of life, springing from eaiHth, air, and putrefaction, without 
antecedent life, had been by them demonstrated, and they could 
develop such into “ perfect creatures like beasts or birds.” Neither 
did they this “ by chance, but knew beforehand of what matter and 
commixture, what kind of those creatures will arise.” 

Porks and enclosures had they, of all wrts of beasts and birds for 
experimenting on, by medicines, poisons, or vivisection, that thereby 
th^ may “ take light of what may be wrought upon the body of 
man.” The Eiffel Tower sinks into insignificance beside their 
towers of half a nule in height, “ set on hiUs so that the vantage in 
the highest of them is three miles at least; ” and surely they 
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anticipate the telephone, when they speak of “ certain helps, which 
set to the ear do further the hearing greatly,” “ having also means 
to convey sounds in trunks and pipes, in strange lines and distances.” 
But the list of wonders is too long to repeat, the flying machinesi, 
the engines of war, the wild fires burning in water and unquenchable, 
the curious clocks, the perpetual motions, are only a very few of the 
marvels of the House of Solamona. 

The dream of science is as wonderful as the social dream, and 
what a paradise in every way the junction of the two ideal common¬ 
wealths would be. Surely we are drawing nearer to its accomplish¬ 
ment. Could More see all the social benefits won for the poor, and 
Bacon know the results that have flowed fixjm the inductive method 
of reasoning, they would each think the Utopia and New Atlantis 
would soon be realized here below. 

Still it is almost appalling to consider what yet remains to be 
done, and all the influences of educated intelligence are needed to 
keep before the world an ideal standard of excellence. 

“ This fine old world of ours is but a child. 

Yet in the go-cart. Patience j Give it time 
To learn its limbs; There is a Hand that guides.” 



POLITICAL TRIALS IN SCOTLAND: 
A PARALLEL —1793 and 1888 . 


By his appeal to the Court of Session in Edinburgh, in preference to 
an English Court and an English jury, and even the Commission of 
Judges provided for him by his political opponents, Mr. Faraell 
gains several important advantages. Ho secures, for example, a legal 
and judicial adjustment of the case to be tried, and the presentation 
to the jury of a definite issue in the form of probably not more 
than two or three questions to be answered according to the 
evidence submitted. To simplicity of procedure has to be added the 
further attraction of the prospect of a comparatively early decision, 
for a jury trial in Scotland cannot be indefinitely prolonged, and 
the arrangement by which a simple majority may determine the 
verdict prevents the possibility of the proceedings being rendered 
abortive on account of disagreement among the jury. Again, 
the reference to a tribunal whoso authority and independence are 
guaranteed by the treaty of Union between England and Scotland, 
and which is known to be jealous of the respect due to it as a Court 
of Law, at once compelled the Times to abstain from a repetition of 
the charges which for upwards of a year it had publislied almost daily 
against Mr. Parnell and his friends. The case is now smh judicc, and 
.any reckless discussion of the merits by either of the parties outside of 
the Court might be punished as an act of contempt. 

Doubtless, however, a consciousness of the political sympathy of 
Scotchmen with him as the Home Rule leader is the chief explana¬ 
tion of Mr. Pameirs selection of the Court of Session. He believes 
he is less likely to be made the victim of national or party prejudice 
by a Scotch than by an English jury. Mr. Parnell’s preference in 
this respect is easily accounted for by the immistakable manifesta¬ 
tions made north of the Tweed of popular distrust and resentment 
of the Coerdonist poli<y of the anti-Home Rulers. But why should 
a Coerdonist policy be more objectionable to Scotchmen than to 
other subjects of her Majesty ? An answer is to be found to some 
extent, at least, in the political history and experience of the country. 
Scotchmen themselves have had a taste of Coercion. The politick 
persecution now being so ruthlessly carried on in Ireland under the 
direction of Mr. A. J. Balfour presents not a few points of resemblance 
to the political inquisition and the State trials conducted in Scotland 
Vou 130 .—^No. 6, UU 
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near tlio close of the last century, with a view of suppressing the 
Reform agitation promoted by the Friends of the People. In one 
respect this similarity suggests most painful reflections. It is pitiful 
that Ireland, as a part of the British Empire, should be found nearly 
a hundred years behind Scotland in the struggle for political eman¬ 
cipation. But in other respects the similarity is suggestive of hope 
for the cause of freedom in Ireland, in the severe crisis through 
which the countiy is just passing. For in the first place the flagrant 
iriequalily which is revealed is itself strongly condemnatory of the 
sysbun of government under wdiich Ireland has been held back. In 
tJio next place, similarity of experience awakens a sense of a certain 
kinship of feeling. Persecution never achieves its purpose. On the 
contrary, it lielps and hastens the cause it seeks unjustly and with 
the strong arm to put down. The blood of the martyrs is the seed 
of the Church. The smoke of the fires lit under the men who in 
lleformation days refused to acknowledge the supremacy of Rome 
iiifcrled t.ll the spectators and established the Protestant faith. The 
‘‘ Killing Time,” with its resolute government in the interests of 
Episcopacy, made Scotland unconquerably Presbyterian. Similarly, 
the persecution of the Friends of the People developed the national 
heroism and patriotism and helped to make Scotland Liberal. And 
the memory of that persecution is still a living political force in 
Scotland. There are men yet living whose fathers suffered in it; 
and, imitating the close self-repression and reserve maintained by 
their ancestors because of the terrible penalties to which association 
with the proclaimed political societies exposed them, through the 
force of the old habit, lapse into silence or display wariness of speech 
when inquiry is suddenly made at them regarding the marked men 
or “ suspects ” of those bad days, the political literature which was 
proscribed but yet extensively read in spite of the perils of imprison¬ 
ment and banishment, or the nature of the meetings which were 
prohibited as agencies of sedition and revolutionary agitation. There 
are many families and communities, especially in the old weaving 
districts, in which connection with the Friends, whether in unflinch¬ 
ing agitation or in heroic suffering, is cherished as an inspiring 
political heritage, and transmitted from generation to generation as 
a proud and honourable distinction. This influence not merely 
(|uickens and sustains Liberal belief in Scotland; it likewise pre¬ 
disposes Liberal Scotchmen to regard the Irish Nationalists with 
something like brotherly sympathy, and explains the remarkable 
strength of the political party in Scotland that favours Home Rule 
for Ireland and hates and distrusts Mr. Balfour’s coercion as a 
continuance in another field of the equally pitilesa and blundering 
tyranny of the Bundases in. Scotland. 

The societies formed in Scotland by the Friends of the People were 
purely political organizations: They were mainly composed of 
strongly religious men, who, tidcing their politics from the Bible, 
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lialiered in equality before the law as a divine right. Recognizing 
the universal brotherhood of the race, they regarded war as sinful, 
as well as nationally burdensome, and a fruitful source of mischief 
and misery. They had no sympathy with the military policy which 
sought to make Britain the arbiter of the destinies of Europe, and 
constantly embroiled her in Continental campaigns, and more especi¬ 
ally in hostility to France. They welcomed the French Revolution 
as the dawn of a now era of civil freedom and social progress ; but 
as the eventful years rolled past, they regarded the excesses com¬ 
mitted in the name of the French Republic with horror and dismay.. 
They endeavoured to keep their own movement in strict conformity ■ 
with constitutional order. They repudiated revolutionary designs. 
They disapproved of regicide; and, in conjunction with their English 
allies, they used what influence they possessed with the French 
Republican party to save King Louis from the scaflbld—their leader, 
Thomas Muir, younger, of Huntorshill, having been sent specially to 
Paris to advise the chiefs of the Revolution to avoid the blunder and 
crime of killing the king or of pursuing a course of revengeful re¬ 
taliation. For themselves they declared they would bo contented 
with a reform of the constitution, and therefore they discouraged 
revolution or the use of armed force. They conspired neither against 
the king, nor the aristocracy, nor the church. All they wanted was 
the political emancipation of the people. The leading points of their 
chai-ter were universal suffrage and annual parliaments. At this 
time the Scottish people had no political representation in tho 
Imperial Parliament, and no voice in the management of their 
affairs. Forty-five gentlemen, indeed, sat at Westminster as Scotch 
representatives, but thirty of them, who were county members, were 
elected by about a thousand individuals, while the electing con¬ 
stituency for the fifteen burgh members consisted of only sixty-five 
individuals, themselves chosen by the close and rotten municipal 
corporations. The entire government, local and national, was in tho 
hands of an ignorant and heartless oligarchy. The Friends of the 
People wished to change this form of government, which they felt to 
be tyrannical and extravagant, as well as unjust and contrary alike 
to Scripture and reason. They believed that if the control of the 
administration were transferred from the few to the many, the 
government woitld become a blessing instead of a scourge. But they 
sought to gain their ends by peaceful means. Feeling that know¬ 
ledge was power, they invoked the aid of the printing-press. They 
published a political journal, named The Fatriot^ for the purpose of 
disseminating their opinions; and they encouraged each other, and 
all whom, in their several districts, they desired to convert to their 
side, to read diligently political works. They held meetings, too, in 
connection with their propagandism, and the proceedings were almost 
invariably begun and closed with prayer. Yet they were regarded 
and treated as disloyal and seditions persons, as wicked revolutionaries 
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whom the interests of law and order required to bo punished with 
the utmost severity. And the agents of law and order executed 
their duty and their instructions with merciless vigour and rigour. 
The meetings of the Friends were prohibited and their literature 
was denounced as political poison. An odious system of espionage 
was instituted in every community. Pious elders in the Secession 
Churclies were seized and cast into prison on the reports of informers- 
that tlioy Jiad attended the interdicted meetings or had been privy to 
the cii’culat/on of the condemned Patriot. Many families, among 
whom the fear of God was stronger than the fear of man, whose 
head.s w('re honoured and venerated members of society, and whoso 
sons were strong and chivalrous upholders of the cause of freedom as 
well as of morality, were dispersed as in the days of the Covenanters. 
All political freedom was suppressed. Men could not meet in groups 
of two or three on the public street without bringing on themselves 
the suspicion and the vengeance of the officers of law and order. 
They could not even whisper their thoughts to each other in the 
privacy of home and feel themselves safe. Imprisonment and trans¬ 
portation were the scorpion whips freely employed by the heart- 
hardened agents of the tyrannical Government. Yet the spirit of 
frt;edom was not killed. After a few years the right of public 
meeting was recovered, the agitation for reform was renewed ■with 
increased vigour, and since 18552 the sons and the grandsons of the 
Friends of the People have fought and won the battle in which their 
sires were temporarily worsted. 

The story of the State trials of 1793-1794 forms one of th(» 
blackest cliapters in the history of Scotland. TJie leaders and chief 
organizers of the Friends of the People—Muir, Palmer, Gerrald, 
Skirving, and Margaret—were successively arraigned for sedition 
before the High Court of Justiciary and condemned on the flimsiest 
of evidence. When asked many years afterwards by Lord Cockburn 
to account for the verdicts returned, one of the convicting jurymen 
frankly and emphatically answered, “ We were all mad ”—panic- 
stricken and horror-stricken by the excesses committed in the name 
of Liberty by the French Kevolutionists, and alarmed lest tlio 
pojnilar political movement in Scotland, if not at once restrained and 
trampled under foot, might later on lead to class violence and civil war 
and social chaos. The champions of political freedom were therefore, with 
Tory Dundas as Lord Advocate, or “Bangof Scotland,”and Lord Brax- 
field as the presiding Judge, made the victims of “ Jeddart Justice.” 
The case of Thomas Muir may be briefly outlined as typical of the others. 
The indictment charged Muir—(1) With having attended a meeting in 
the town of Kirkintilloch, and there endeavoured “ to represent the 
Government of this cormtry as oppressive and tyrannical, and the 
Legislative Body of the State as venal and corrupt, particularly by 
inittitntmg a comparison between the pretended existing Government 
of Stance and the Gonstiturion of Great Britain with jrespect to the 
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expenses necessary for carrying on the functions of government.” 
(2) With having advised his uncle and two other men in Lanarkshire 
to read Pain’s Rights of Man. (3) With having helped to distribute 
what was known at that time as the Paisley Declaration in favour of 
Reform, and the Patriot newspaper, and “ other seditious and inflam¬ 
matory works.” (4) With having, at the Convention of the delegates 
of the Associated Friends of the People held in Edinburgh, read aloud 
an address from the Society of United Irishmen in Dublin, which con¬ 
tained such passages as this : ** We greatly rejoice that the spirit of 
freedom moves over the surface of Scotland, that light seems to break 
from the chaos of her internal government, and that a country so 
respectable for her attainments in science, in arts, and in aimis, 
for men of literary eminence, for the mtelligenco and moi’ality of her 
people, now acts from a conviction of tlie union betwen virtue, 
letters, and liberty; and now rises to distinction, not only by a calm, 
contented, secret wish for a refoim in Parliament, but by openly, 
actively, and urgently willing it, wdth the unity and energy of an 
emlrodied nation. Our cause is your cause. If there is to bo a 
struggle between us, let it which nation shall be forv-most in the 
of mind. Let this be the noble animosity kindled between us— 
who shall first attain that free^ Constitution from which lx)th are equi¬ 
distant; who shall first be th<’> saviours of the Empire ? The sense 
of both countries with r<'Hi>ect to the intolerable abu.se8 of the Con¬ 
stitution has been ch'arly manifested, and proves that our political 
situations are not dissimilar, that our rights and wrongs are tho 
same.” 

Supposing these various charges had been fully proved, it is 
difficult to see wherein Mr. Muir acted the part of a seditious and 
disloyal agitator. But a careful examination of tho evidence shows 
that, with perhaps the single exception of tho reading of the address 
from tho United Irishmen—surely an extremely innocent act—not 
one of the charges was substantiated. But the jury was packed, 
consisting to a large extent of Muir’s personal and political foes; 
tho judges were prejudiced and scandalously overbearing in their 
manners; and the result was a sentence of fourteen years’ transporta¬ 
tion to Botany Bay, in the company of common felons. Neverthe¬ 
less, Mr. Muir was not cast down or intimidated. His closing words 
were words of conscious triumph, and not of defeat. After the 
unjust and cruel sentence had been pronounced, he thus addressed 
the judges: “ Were I to be led this moment from the bar to the 
scaffold, I should feel the same calmness and serenity which I now 
do. My mind tells me that I have acted agreeably to my conscience, 

and that I have engaged in a good and just and a glorious cause_ 

a cause which, sooner or later, must and will prevail, and by a 
timely effort save this country from destruction.” That cause has 
prevailed; and though Muir did not live to see its triumph—he died 
an exile in France in 1798—he had not to wait many months beforo 



The pyestminster Review. 


658 

his conduct was brilliantly vindicated, and the tyranny of which ho 
was the most prominent victim denounced by the leaders of the 
Whig party in I’arlianu'nt, In a debate in the House of Commons 
in March of 1794, Mr. Sheridan derided the charge brought against 
the Scotch political martyrs, tliat they had incited poor people to 
insist on a rai liamentary reform, when they had only used language 
and sentiments similar to those employed even by Tory leaders in 
England. Mr. Whitbread declared that if the law of Scotland was 
such ns was represented by the Lord Advocate, “ it was a law of 
tyranny and oppression, and it was absurd to speak of personal 
liberty in tliat country.” Mr. Pox, using even stronger language, 
dcscriljed the whole features of the trial of Muir os “so strikingly 
disgustful ” as to be almost incredible; and adverting to a state¬ 
ment of Lord Braxfield, that the landed interest alone had the right 
to be represented in Parliament, and another statement of Lord 
Swinton that torture was the only adequate punishment of Muir’s 
oSence, he exclaimed: “ God help the people W'ho have such 

judges.” 

Mr. Omond, in his History of the Lord- Advocates of Scotland, 
writes that Muir’s trial and sentence “ created a profound sensation. 
A deep distrust of the judges was felt by all classes. Not one man 
in ten, outside the official circle, pretended to believe that ho had 
had a fair trial.” But soon the cause of justice prevailed; and the 
vindication of Muir and his fellow-sutferers has long been completed. 
There is no monument to which the citizens of Edinburgh or the. 
people of Scotland point with greater pride or affection than the lofiy 
column reared in honour of the political martyrs in the churchyard 
of Calton Hill. The Reformers who, in 1793-1794, were condemned 
as ti-aitors and punished as felons, are now looked back to as bi’avo 
and honourable men, who nobly strove to save their countiy from 
ruin, and achie.ve its freedom. So shall it yet be with the Irish 
martyrs of to-day. At a banquet given to Mr. Hume in Edinburgh 
in the evening of the day on which the foundation-stone of the 
Martyrs’ Monument was laid in 1844, Sir James Gibson Craig used 
language regarding Muir, Palmer, Gerrald, Skirving, and Margarot, 
which might bo applied almost literally to the cases of John.Dillon, 
William O’Brien, and their associates in persecution. “ For offences,” 
he said, “ for which, if they had been committed in England, only a 
few weeks or months of imprisonment could have been inflicted (even 
under the law as it existed in 1793), the martyrs, who had been 
guilty of no outrage or violence, who were men in most respectable 
stations of life, and who were all of irreproachable private character, 
were sent to the hulks, doomed to confinement with the greatest 
miscreants—^to pains and tortures worse than death.” Mjr. Balfour 
is nearly a century behind his time. He should have lived during 
the reign of the Scotch Dundases. 



FINLAND AND THE FINLANDERS. 


At a time when Mr. Gladstone is constantly referring to Finland 
in relation to Home Buie and the present state of affairs in Ireland, 
and when the Russians, thwarted in their ambitious designs on the 
Balkan Peninsula by the steady opposition of the European I’owers, 
.are casting envious eyes towards the northern extremity of their 
unwieldly empire in order to pick holes in the Borgo Act of 1809— 
by which Act Finland was recognissed as a practically indcijendent 
Btato—it may not bo out of place to give hero a short account 
of the position of the Grand Duchy in regard to its colossal 
neighbour. 

'fho success of Home Rule in Finland can hardly be adduced ns 
a reason for trying the same jK)Hcy in Ireland, for, apait from historical 
and other considerations, the simple fact that tho Finlanders stand 
so much higher than the Russians in the scale of cmli/.ation alone 
completely destroys the analogy which tho Gladstonian party like 
to see and to point out to others. The most superficial trnv«?IIer 
through Finland will soon bo convinced of the superiority of its 
inhabitants over those of Russia, and the most ardent admirer of the 
Hibernian race, or the most zealous Home Ruler, will hardly dare 
to assert that the Irish people, as a body, surpass the English in 
intellectual powers, culture, or refinement. 

There are sufficient grounds for assuming that the great majority 
of tho British public have but a very vaguo idea of Finland and its 
people. Many even go so far as to fancy that the Finlander is 
merely a superior sort of Lapp, and the title of ■“ Russian Finn,” 
usually applied to the hardy mariners who are so deservedly con¬ 
sidered as being the best of the large foreign element included in 
our commercial marine, is not exactly adapted to give a very high 
status to the individuals so designated. 

On turning over the pages of history, we find that Finland was 
taken possession of by the Swedes seven centuries ago, and from that 
time the greater part of the country, now comprising the Grand 
Duchy, was on integral portion of Sweden until 1808, when 
Alexander 1. suddenly declared war (without any adequate pretext, 
however, for the Swedes had carefully abstained from giving ofience 
to their powerful rivals) and invaded Finland with a large body of 
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troops. Tho main <jl>ject of this war was probably to obtain posses¬ 
sion of Sveaborg, a noblo fortress, then, as now, considered to be the 
key of the Baltic. After a gallant and prolonged resistance against 
the overwhelming forces of Russia, the little finnish army, unpaid, 
ill-fed, badly cloth(,'d and practically adandoned by Sweden, found 
itself compelled to cease the unequal struggle, and peace was finally 
concluded at Frederiksham in 1809. Meanwhile a deputation of 
Finlanders had proceeded to St. Petersburg to wait on Alexander I. 

_at his exj^ress desire—and that liberal-minded and enlightened 

monarch was induced to summon the representatives of the four 
Estates' to meet him, so as to come to a satisfactory arrangement 
concerning tho future government of the country. In due course 
tlic Estates assembled at Borgo, and the first session of the Finnish 
Diet was opened by the Emperor in person. His Imperial Majesty 
declared that, “ as tho fate of Finland had been left in’ his hands by 
the will of Providence, Finland’s throne must henceforth be con¬ 
sidered as irrevocably united with that of Russia ; ” but, at the same 
time, he solemnly promised to preserve untouched the laws, religion, 
and form of government of the country, as when under Swedish rule. 
This generous decision of Alexander I. at once pacified Finland and 
relieved Russia of great anxiety at a critical period in her histoiy ; 
for, on account of the numerous lakes, the vast, pathless forests, and 
hilly nature of the newly annexed territory, a destructive guerilla 
warfare might have been maintained in the land for years, even 
sup])osing the Russians succeeded in preventing tho assembly of largo 
bodies of troops. There is no doubt that the Emperor acted as 
above mainly on the advice of the famous Count Speransky, who was 
married to an English lady, which fact probably accounts for much 
of the Count’s fondness for representative institutions. 

Of the Swedish era in the history of Finland it will be suflBcient 
to state here that Christianity was introduced into tho country early 
in tho twelfth century by King Erik the Holy, who W'as accompanied 
by Henrik, Bishop of Upsala. Bishop Henrik was an Englishman 
by birth. He succeeded in baptizing many of the Finns in the 
neighbourhood of Abo; but a few months later he was cruelly mur¬ 
dered by a fanatic ])easaut named Lalli, and Henrik the Martyr has 
since been regarded as the patron saint of Finland. The famous 
Dominican monk Thomas, who was Bishop of Abo from 1210 to 1245, 
and who did so much to further the spread of civilization and Chris¬ 
tianity in the laud, was also bom in England, so that we see how 
early the connection between remote Finland and our own more 
favoured isles began. This connection has continued ever since, but 
was particularly accentuated in the seventeenth centuiy, when thou- 

1 t.«. the nobles, clergy, bnrgesses, and peasantry, the former having hereditary 
representative rights, the three latter being elected by the dnly qualified members of 
their rcs[)eotire orders. 
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eands of English and Scotch flocked to the standard of Gustavus 
Adolphus, “ the star of the North and the bulwark of Protestant 
Europe.” Many of these adventurers subsequently settled down in 
Sweden or Finland, and to this day not a few of their descendants 
occupy high and honourable positions in both countries. At the 
present moment in Finland, for example, we find a Baron Ramsay in 
command of the Finnish troops, a Montgomery among the senators, the 
brothers Wright among artists, and many others, whose names have 
either been altered in course of time, or who have been ennobled 
and given Swedish titles for distinguished services. 

The long union of Sweden with Finland has, of course, had the 
effect of making the latter country essentially Scandinavian, and the 
Swedish language is still principally used by the upper classes. The 
peasantry, however, have retained their native dialect, and, as they 
form the greater part of the population, and education in Finland is 
almost universal, wo find the Finnish tongue spreading and being 
developed day by day. This has caused considerable ill-feeling on 
the part of the Swedish party, or “ Svekomans,” as they are called, 
the descendants, for the most part, of the original settlers living 
along the coast (and especially in Helsingfors, Finland’s beautiful 
capital), and comprising undoubtedly the most energetic and intelli¬ 
gent portion of the population. Formerly, though Finnish was never 
forbidden, nor any attempt made to suppress it, Swedish was alone 
recognized in the Public Offices, Law Courts, &c., but now these two 
languages are put on the same footing, and all public functionaries and 
civil servants are reqxiired to pass examinations in both tongues. The 
present population of Finland is nearly two and a-half millions, of whom 
rather more than two hundred and fifty thousand ai‘e Scandinavians, 
the rest being the descendants of the Finnic branch of the Turanian 
family, who migrated or were driven so far north from the shores of 
the Caspian and the region of the Volga about the commencement 
of the Christian era. There is no gainsaying the force of numerical 
superiority, however, so it is not surprising that the “ Finnomans,” 
in spite of the steady opposition of the Swedish element, have asserted 
their claims and pushed themselves forward. It must bo confessed 
that they have given proofs of considerable vitality, and, by building 
good schools and higher educational establishments in all parts of 
the country, have succeeded in creating a well-instructed middle 
class, and in filling the Helsingfors University with students of 
their own or “ National ” party, as they like to call it. The virtual 
suppression of the Swedish tongue in Finland would thus appear to 
be merely a question of time; and, apart from other sentiments, it 
seems a pity that a language so unknown, undeveloped, and difficult 
as the Finnish should be raked up from the obscurity in which it had 
hitherto lain, and bring with it an element of strife between two peoples 
who for centuries have been united. Finns and Swedes had always 
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fought side by side in the many bloody campaigns against Bussia, and 
together they had freely bled under the standards of gallant Gustavus 
Adolphus, and of the equally gallant but half-mad Charles XII. The 
Bussians on their part were not slow to encourage the JFinnoman move¬ 
ment, and having, i)y means of this apple of discord, succeeded in 
separating the parties, a wedge has been inserted which will never be 
withdi'awn, as long as the present relations between Bussia and Finland 
t'xist. Occasional blows from the Imperial sledge-hammer will drive 
this Wfidge further and further in, so that, should the Swedish party 
bo entirely outnumbered and crushed, the Finnomans will assuredly 
lind thcms(*lves face to face with a far more powerful rival, and will 
then, perhaps, when too late, regret the short-sighted policy which 
induced thorn to ignore and desert their Scandinavian brothers, their 
great masters in Christianity, civilization, and progress. The object 
of Bussia in so acting is manifest, for, as an autocratic Power, she 
iinds the existence of a constitutional state—a in statu, in fact 

—within thirty miles of St. Petersburg decidedly inconvenient, but, 
not wishing to have another Poland on her hands, she cannot well 
openly retard or oppose Finland’s steady advance, however much the 
Panslavist party in Bussia may regret the praiseworthy conduct of 
Alexander I. in bestowing a liberal constitution on what was then 
an out-of-the-way country with a numerically insignificant popula¬ 
tion. Thanks to the age of steam and electricity, to the rapid 
spreail of railways, telegraphs, teleifiiones, &c., throughout Finland, 
that country has now been brought into nearer contact wdth the rest 
of Europe, and continues to take more and more rapid strides on the 
path of civilization, and a more and more conscious pride in the 
vitality of its representative institutions. Compai'isons may be 
odious, but tliey are sometimes inevitable, and it is not surprising 
that patriotic Muscovites contrast, with considerable envy and 
jealousy, the progress of Protestant Finland with the actual disturbed 
and almost stationary condition of Orthodox Bussia. The writer, 
having lived long in both countries, considers himself competent to 
compare great things with small; but lest, as an Englishman, much 
common blood— i.e., as far as the Scandinavian element in Finland is 
conceraed—and a practically common religion should have biassed 
his judgment, it may bo as well to put before the reader a few’ facts 
in support of the above comparison. The latest oflScial statistics in¬ 
form ns that out of one hundred and eight millions of Bussians, not 
more than 4 per cent, can read and write, whereas in Finland we 
find that no fewer than 91 per cent, are literate. Ihis highly grati¬ 
fying result is mainly owing to the zeal of the Lutheran clergy, and 
to the efforts of the Finnish Government, and is most remarkable 
when we consider the climatical difficulties and the sparseness of the 
population, es|)ecially in the far north. Surely the above figures are 
sufficiently eloquent and may be left to speak for themselves! 
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Though Finland has thus formed a part of the Russian Empire for 
the best part of a century, neither Russian ideas nor the orthodox 
faith have made the least impression on the country. There are not 
more than forty thousand Russians (including the present garrison 
of Sveaborg) in the whole of Finland, and the Russian tongue is 
practically unknown, except by certain oflScials. The Finlanders 
still chafe under their dependence on Russia, a country with which 
they have nothing in common; bat, though they consider themselves, 
and undoubtedly are, in many respects, a superior race, there are no 
signs of the bitter feelings that exist between the Russians and J’oles, 
for instance. Up to tho present, at all events, the Imperial Govern¬ 
ment has given no just cause for complaint—except under tlio 
Emperor Nicholas, for that iron-willed monarch, being no friend to 
constitutional ideas, never summoned a Diet,* and the Grand Duchy 
during his long reign may fairly be said to have “ stagnated in tho 
torpor of its dull existence ”—and ns long as it continues tho same 
policy in regard to its Scandinavian dependency, it may rely on tho 
loyalty and good faith of the population. Should, however, the 
Panslavist party ever succeed in persuading the Tear to attempt to 
Russianize Finland, as tho Baltic Provinces and Poland are now 
being Russianized, the writer does not hesitate to predict tho utter 
failure of the attempt, unless another page of blood bo added to 
the history of Russia, and another small, but gallant and civilized 
nation be crushed by force. It is fervently to bo hoped that such 
an essay will never bo made, and that “ Constitutional Finland ” will 
continue to progress, and to form, in the future, as in the past, the 
brightest jewel in the Tsar's splendid- crown. 


* The present law is th.nt the Diet must bo convoked at least every five years, but 
every three years is the rule. The next session will be in 1891. 



ELEMENTARY EDUCATION: ITS WORKING 
AND ITS RESULTS. 


No inoro favourable opportunity can be looked for than that which 
is now afforded for “ reckoning up ” the account of our system of 
national education established in 1870. The Report of the Royal 
Commission appointed two years ago to examine into its working 
marks the termination of a distinct period in onr educational history 
—the inaugural or experimental period. Just eighteen years have 
elapsed since the first School Boards were elected, and the first 
serious attempt was made to grapple with the terrible forces of 
ignorance which held an unchallenged sway over the masses of the 
English people. The task was a formidable one; there were 
tremendous arrears to bo pulled up. A gigantic organization had to 
be created. Buildings had to be provided, a staff had to be trained, 
and methods of working and of testing had to bo devised. The 
expenditure of money, huge as it has been, is of small moment com¬ 
pared with the far greater expenditure of labour, thought, and skill 
willingly inciuTed by thousands among the best of our citizens in 
planning, controlling, and carrying out the stupendous task W'hich 
Parliament imposed upon the nation. Whatever else may be affirmed 
of Mr. Forster’s Act, it cannot be said that it has not been tried. 
The Legislature and the country wen*- one in hoping and anticipating 
that great things would follow from its operation. From almost 
every platform was heard a bold note of joyful prophecy. Mon, 
whose heads were not supposed to be loosely secured to their 
shoulders, waxed eloquent as they pointed to the prevailing social 
diseases of the day, and gloried in tho great change which education 
was speedily to bring about. Mr. Mundella had not at that time 
won the high political rank ho has since attained, but he was already 
in 1870 a man of some mark in the House of Commons, and he 
observed in the course of the debate on the introduction of the Bill 
that 

“ Hundreds aud thousands of people were growing up helpless, and in a 
state of willing dependence, without thrift, energy, or any power of helping 
themselves, and in their present state with no desire to help themselves. 
These evils were attributable to the lack of education more than to any¬ 
thing else ” (Jlansard). 
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It ought to be remarked, however, that the chief framer of the Bill 
contented himself with a more moderate forecast than was commonly 
given forth by ardent educationists. Possibly he thought it needful 
to qualify the rose-coloured visions of those who spoke with more 
eloquence than judgment, for in his introductory speech he said: 

“ I am not a fanatic in this matter of education. I know well that 
knowledge is not virtue, and that no education-much less elementary 
education—gives power to resist temptation." 

Nevertheless, the general temper of the time is more faithfully 
represented by Mr. Mundella’s language than by Mr. Forster’s. The 
nation was uplifted by the consciousness of a great act performed, 
and, as is always the cose in moments of exaltation, the spirit of 
prophecy was stirred, and a groat hopefulness pervaded the minds of 
men. Hence arose the powerful impulse whicli happily came to the 
aid of the authorities entrusted with the carrying out of the Act, and 
made possible the gigantic achievements of the years following 1870. 
This impulse animated alike the sober administrators at Whitehall 
and the cautious ratepayers of eveiy village. A close examination 
was instituted of the educational circumstances of each district, and 
rarely indeed was there any reluctance to comply with the novel re¬ 
quirements of the new law. Within four years from the day on 
which the royal assent w'as given, nearly one million additional school 
places had been provided. Town and country vied with each other 
in the admirable promptness and energy of their movements. And 
not oven this enormous stride—for which it would bo hard indeed to 
find a parallel—exhausted the force of that remarkable initial impulse, 
for the next two years (1875—6) saw an even larger proportionate 
advance; and when the second triennial School Board period came 
to an end in 1876, it was seen that the number of recognized schools 
had risen within the six years from 8281 to 14,368; the certificated 
teachers from 12,467 to 23,053; and the day-school accommodation 
from 1,878,584 to 3,426,318. Such a six years’ record speaks more 
eloquently than words of the spirit and determination with which the 
country threw itself into the work of supplying the additional 
machinery which a compulsory system of universal education neces¬ 
sarily required. From 1876 to 1887 the pace slackened, as might 
have been expected, but the progress made during that period amply 
proves that an abundant store of energy is still being expended in 
“ filling in the chinks.” An increase of 4900 schools' and of 
1,852,674 places in eleven years following immediately after a great 
“ boom," tells its own tale of steady sustained devotion and conscien¬ 
tious diligence. 

The recently issued Report of the Committee of Council on Educa¬ 
tion informs ns that during the year ended August 31, 1887, the 
school accommodation has increased 133,700 places, and now 
stands at 5,278,992 (almost treble the figures of 1870). As the 



666 


The IVestminster Review. 


t'stlmated popnlutiori of Ensfland and Wales last year was 28,247,000 
]>er 80 jjs, it Ibllows that scliool rooin has now been provided for over 19 
])er cent, of the whole, and since the population increases by only 1*35 
per cent, per annum, wiiil(‘ the accommodation increases by 2’6 per cent., 
it is very ])Iainthat the bare necessaries of life, from the educationist’s 
point of view, will soon be placed within the reach of every boy 
and girl of schw)l ago in the country; and thus one prime object, 
towards which all have been straining during the eighteen years now 
pafjt—the providing a school-room seat for every child in the land— 
will be practically attained. 

I ( is one thing, of course, to provide the school seat, and it is 
iinolhor thing to get tlie seat occupied. The proverb about taking the 
liorso to the water suggests possible difficulties which might defeat 
oven tlie best considered plans. A compulsory system could never be 
curried out if it went against the conviction of the people. Burke 
(lid not know the method of drawing an indictment against a nation; 
and it would puzzle the most fanatical educationist to contrive means 
for coercing into school, with anything like regularity, the children of 
])('ople who had not, at all events, a dim perception of benefits to 
be derived from the acquisition of knowledge. Happily, as all those 
know who have had experience of School Board work, the principle 
of compulsion has been willingly accepted, even by the poorest and 
lh(^ moat ignorant. Exceptions there will be. * Some parents are 
too degraded; some are too utterly indifferent to their children’s 
interest. But in the main, in an overwhelming majority, the poorest 
class has been the most willing to admit the justice of the obligation 
which the State has imposed upon parents. At the cost, in thou¬ 
sands of instances, of heavy sacrifice, the boys and girls of the veiy 
poor have been willingly sent to school when their fees could with 
difficulty be spared from the slender purse, and when their labour, 
either at home or in a neighbour’s house, would have given appre¬ 
ciable relief to the parents in their narrow circumstances. A few 
months’ experience on the School Board Committee which deals with 
breaches of the Bye-laws would convince those who know little of 
the poor of many things—of their exceeding poverty, their noble 
patience, their mutual helpfulness, and, not least, of their unlimited 
capacity for self-sAcrifice iu the interest of their children’s welfare. 
During an experience of several years, we can hardly recall an 
instance where the poorest laundry woman or seamstress or town 
labourer’s wife (the woman almost invariably represents the head of 
the family in these cases), when called upon to send Polly or Tommy 
more regularly to school, has not shown the sincere desire to comply 
with the law. The difficulties revealed are generally of a domestic 
nature—as, that Folly has been kept at home to mind the younger 
children while the mother was laid np ; or that Tommy’s old b<»ta 
are utterly worn out, and until the father gets work it is impossible 
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to buy now; or that the fees have not been forthcoming, owing to 
accident or misfortune. 

The want of power to grant fees is a serious hindrance in those 
districts particularly where “ denominational ” schools preponderate. 
All that the most sympathetic committee can tell the defaulting 
mother in such cases is that she must make application to the 
relieving officer of the parish—a proposal which is commonly met 
by a distinct and emphatic refusal. Such an application does not 
carry with it the legal stigma of Poor-law relief, it is true, but it 
involves the same humiliation and the same loss of self-respect as 
though it ranked with ordinary “ parish-money.” The trial to a 
docent woman of mixing with the degraded crowd at the door of the 
workhouse, and submitting to all the questioning of a relieving 
officer, for the sake of the little schooling money which mml be found 
in one way or in another, is bitter enough to engender a hatred of 
the education system which (thanks to Lord Sandon’s Act of 1876) 
compels honest poverty to fall into rank with the debased mob of 
habitual loafers and slattenis. One of the few commendable features 
of the recent County Government Act is that the duty of awarding 
school fees to necessitous parents will next year be taken from the 
Poor Law authorities and placed in the hands of the new County 
Council. 

Next to the parents in the order of merit as entitled to recogni¬ 
tion must be placed the teaching staff of our national system—^the 
body upon whom has rested the main function of rendering education 
not merely tolerable, but (if it were possible) even popular. That 
staff consists, when all are reckoned, of not less than 90,000 persona, 
ranging from the newly apprenticed lad or girl of fifteen through the 
various grades up to the full-fledged “ certificated ” teachers, who 
form about one-half of the whole number. The training of a regular 
teacher who aspires to the full qualification demanded by the Educa¬ 
tion Department is more severe probably than that to which most 
members of the learned professions submit themselves. Through a 
long course of years they are obliged to pursue a strictly defined and 
highly arduous course of study. They are tested, at frequently 
recurring periods, by examinations which infallibly reveal the least 
want of ability to reach the requisite standard, or of diligence in the 
pursuit. And throughout they are expected to do daily an amount 
of work—^physically and mentally exhausting—^which might well 
warrant the remainder of the day being spent in ease or in healthy 
recreation. The mem sana in eorpore sano is indispensable at the 
outset of the youthful teacher’s term of preparation. And happy is 
he (or she) if, when the last ordeal is at length passed, and &om the 
training college the grown man or womtm steps forth to enter upon 
the full responsibilities of -the profession, neither the mem nor the 
corpus is impaired by the years of trial that have been endured. 
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Many do break down, it is certain; and many others, it is highly 
probable, suffer through tlio remainder of their days from the “ over¬ 
pressure ” to which they have been subjected. 

When a teacher is once embarked upon his career, a new period of 
trial begins. The committee of managers, or the parish clergyman who 
confers the appointment, is usually careful to impress upon the selected 
candidate the prime necessity of earning a high grant. And as the grant 
made by the Education Department is a yearly affair, and depends 
ujwn the judgment formed by the inspector on his annual visit, it is un¬ 
avoidable that the eyes of the teacher should be kept constantly fixed 
upon the “ examination-day.” Near or distant—next week, or in six 
months’ time—it matters not; the great day of the year fixes itself in 
the teacher’s mind as a terrible day of judgment, always looming ahead. 
If he is to keep his post, he must earn his grant. If the grant last 
year was a good one, gained at the cost of weary days and nights of 
toil and anxiety, so much the more reason why it should be even 
bel fI'r this year. One twelvemonth of harassment and labour comes 
to an end only to usher in another with the same burden of worry. 
Not many modes of life are so excessively trying to the mind and the 
body. With a time-table under which every hour of the school day 
is rigidly appropriated to its special defined subjexjt; with an elaborate 
systom of books to be kept posted, and of statistical returns to be 
filled in (two sets—one for the local School Board, and one for the 
Department); with pupil teachers to be overseered and trained ; with 
managers, parents, truants, and faddists to be interviewed—that 
teacher must indeed bo happily constituted in both mind and body 
whose vital force is not exhausted at an unnaturally rapid rate. Few, 
indeed, can bear the strain through early manhood and fail to show 
the consequences only too plainly before the fourth decade of their 
lives has come to an end. A return furnished not long since relating 
to an inspectorial district in one of the healthiest parts of the country 
showed that of 116 teachers employed only the odd sixteen were 
over forty years of age. The dame schools of the first quarter of the 
century were generally “ manned,” if the term may be used, by the 
worn-out flotsam and jetsam of other callings. Our present system 
takes its revenge by seizing upon the young and vigorous, and 
exhausting their energy before they pass one-half of the allotted 
term of man’s life. School teachers are the victims and not, as is 
often supposed, the inflictors of “over-pressure.” It is doubtftil 
whether the profession has any place for men beyond the prime of 
early middle life, unless good fortune open the way to an assistant 
inspectorship, a post worili from £150 to £250 a year, for which head¬ 
teachers, are readily found who will r«iign situations where they have 
been earning £300 or £400, in order to enjoy the comparative ease of 
mind which-the change commonly oonf^. It is impossible in any 
honest review- of fhe-educational position to-day to avoid a condem- 
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nation of the system which so ill rewards the splendid service that is 
being rendered by the class of elementary teachers. 

Harking back to our first consideration—the high hopes indulged 
in by Mr. Mundella and a great many others in 1870—it is natural 
to ask whether the results of the past eighteen years’ work can b«» 
regarded as fulfilling those anticipations. We have seen that the 
country has not spared either money or men. The ratepayers have 
loaded themselves with debts; parents have made willing sacrifices ; 
skilful organizers have directed the oijerations of ardent enthusiasts; 
and the teachers—the executive agents of the scheme—have neither 
spared themselves nor have they been spared. We cannot contem¬ 
plate the sum-total of this varied expenditure without the feeling 
that it mAitM have made an impression on the heart and life of the 
nation. And undoubtedly it has. Beyond all question, this great 
eftbrt has not been made in vain. Tested by any standard which 
statistics or observation can suggest, the condition of the people in 
1888 is indisputably superior to their condition in 1870. The 
national tone is higher, the national intelligence is keener, the moral 
sense of the nation is more readily touched. Class barriers have 
become weakened; some prejudices have disappeared, and others are 
disappearing; wider knowledge has helloed to mirture a larger 
sympathy. There are still the “ two nations ” as when Suhil was 
written, but the gulf between is not wider as some whose backward 
glance is hasty and biassed would have us believe. Nor is tlie con¬ 
dition of what Mr. Bright has labelh'd the residuum worse than of 
yore—though that, alas! is a creed easy to believe. Hear a 
witness who speaks with the knowledge born of forty years’ 
experience: 

“ What the condition of the very poor was it is quite impossible to tell, and 

if it were told it wouhl not bo believed to-day.There is no corapai'isou 

at all [between the present state of things and the past]. The present is 
like—1 was going to say heaven; but it is so imineasniably superior, so 
altogether changed, tliat unless one had lived tlirnugh it and seen the 
change with one’s own eyes, it is hardly possible to credit it.” ^ 

To claim all the credit for the educationists would be absurd, and 
most unjust to the noble bond of sanitary reformers ; who, however, 
need occasionally to be reminded that the spread of education ha.s 
been a most powerftil factor in the remarkable growth of public 
opinion favourable to sanitary improvement. 

Granting, then, that considerable progress has been made, and 
that good results of the work of the last eighteen years are easy to 
discover; it must nevertheless be admitted that (so far) the confident 
hopes of Mr. Mundella and, his friends have not been realized., The 

^ Hr. H. It Williiims, a veteran worker In connection with the Rigged School 
Union. 

VoL. 130.—No. 6. 


X X 



The Westminster Review, 


670 

evils ” wliich were “ attributable to the lack of education more than 
to anything else,” have been by no means conquered. 

Let ua glance for a moment at the product of the present system 
as it is visible before our eyes. Remember that in 1880—^to take a 
date which should place our contention beyond cavil—the machinery 
was in vigorous working order: let us look around at those in our 
midst to-day who were then passing through their school life. Of 
the young men and young women of twenty and thereabouts, whom 
wo now see daily in the streets, in railway carriages, in places of 
amusement, and elsewhere, it is not extravagant to assume that at 
least nine-tenths have enjoyed in various degrees the advantages of 
our national system. They have been under the discipline of teachers, 
have cowered beneath the eye of terrible inspectors, have sat through 
CJovernmcnt examinations, and have passed ft’om standard to standard 
as fai’ as the sixth or seventh in some cases, as far as the fourth in 
the majority. Their minds have been braced by a close study of 
arithmetic, enlarged by an acquaintance with history and geography, 
invigorated by contact with the choicest examples of English poetry 
and prose. In a word, all that machineiy could do has been done. 
And whatever shortcoming may be discerned in the result is attri¬ 
butable to the fact that machinery cannot do everything, and that 
what it cannot do is to a great extent left undone. It provides skilful 
teachers, well-equipped schools, excellent manuals. It marshals 
the children together from court and alley, from basement and 
garr(3t; it classifies them scientifically, tests them (within certain 
limits) accurately, and packs the chambers of their brain with 
marvellous assiduity. But it can neither stir their imaginations nor 
touch their consciences. It acquires a certain control (soon, however, 
lost) over their fears ; none over their affections. It impresses them 
vividly with the importance of passing the annual examination; it 
impresses them very slightly indeed with any worthy principles of 
conduct or rules of action. It develops quickness, acuteness, but it 
fails to bestow what is more sorely needed—a sense of serioumess. 
Indeed, it would sometimes appear that the main result of tho work¬ 
ing of this “ machinery ” is an overwhelming and absorbing appetite 
for tho frivolous, together with a vast increase in tho opportunities 
for gratifying the same. 

Thei’e is a largo class, particularly among the dregs of our 
town populations, upon whom the humanizing influence of an intel- 
lectftal training appears to be—as far as regards immediate effect— 
absolutely thrown away. Some personal acquaintance with the 
loungers of the street-comers will bring this fact home more clearly 
even than the newspaper reports of East-end savagery. It is not 
easy to realize that a lad of fifteen who has not yet forgotten his 
Gray’s “ Elegy,” and will give you the “ Burial of Sir John Moore ” 
from beginning to end, may nevertheless be as foul-mouthed and 
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debased a specuneu of humanity as ever Mrs. Fry found in Newgate, 
But expcrto crede. Any one may make a test for himself among the 
group of lads whose haunt may be at the nearest publiohouse corner. 
And if he ask himself, after making the acquaintance of a few 
specimens, what is the precise difference that their school training 
has made to them, it must be answered, as regards thousands of youths 
of the typo with which the papers made us acquainted not long since 
as the “ Tottenham Court Boad fellows,” and the ** Maiylebone lads,” 
and the “ Lisson Grove gang,” that the difference is not one that has 
so far brought much advantage to society at large. Their wits have 
been sharpened, but the direction of their mind remains unaltered. 
The intellectual gifts forced on their acceptance between the ages of 
seven and fourteen are consecrated to the service of the evil motives 
they imbibed with their mother’s milk. He that was filthy is filthy 
still, and the filthiness is none the less repulsive because of the 
additional flavour it doi*ives from a temporary and slight association 
with better things. 

Happily, in the case of some a love of books—of good books—is 
successfully implanted, and when this happens a ready and joyful 
road is found that leads steadily up to a higher plane. Few are 
they that walk therein, but there are some ; and their elevation is 
both the true recompense for past efforts and the most effectual 
incentive to continued labour. Every poor school has its “ white 
record ” of lads w'hoso early predispositions have been vanquished and 
whose coarse inherited tastes have been refined by contact with 
cultured teachers and access to good books. But as the mass of 
mankind is not literary, and values literature only as it feeds the 
curiosity, the vanity, or the love of excitement of the reader, it seldom 
happens that the free-will reading of a boy or girl follows far on the 
line of the “ elegant extracts ” found in school reading-books. The 
“Incheape Bock” and the “Wreck of the Hesperus” possess no 
charm for the juvenile mind straight from the perusal of the newest 
sheet of coniic songs; and even the humour of Dickens (to say nothing 
of any severer classic) is apt to be unappreciated, so long as the 
Boys of Englaiid or a tale of the prosperous pirate or burglar type is 
to be had. The “ recitations ” committed to memory for the annual 
examination are usually forgotten almost as soon as they have 
fulfilled their purpose of satisfying the inspector. In those favoured 
towns where free libraries and reading-rooms have been established 
—in some of which special boys’ reading-rooms are provided—^the 
level is probably higher than elsewhere. But the mental dietary of 
our boot-blacks, errand-boys, and work-girls will be better understood 
by an inspection of the literary treasures dispensed in third-rate 
tobacconist shops, than by consvdting the reports of the Library 
Association. 

in the life of the class now under consideration the school period 
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is a mere episode, unpleasant in itself, and almost wholly barren of 
good influence upon the subsequent career. The home and the street 
are the really potent factors in fixing the character of the child. 
Very probably, if the teacher were not burdened as he is, tied hand 
and foot as we have seen that he is, by the prescriptions of White¬ 
hall and the demands made upon him by his local manager, he might 
be able to make his influence more keenly felt. If he had time and 
opportunity for the work of watchfulness, warning, and encourage¬ 
ment ; if his position were less that of a taskmaster, and more that 
of a friend and counsellor; can it be doubted that (except in the 
matter of percentages) his success would be vastly greater than it 
can be now said to be ? The school ought to be the antidote to the 
home, the high moral ideal of the one counteracting the low visible 
examples of the other.- Our school system has to cope with the in¬ 
herited moral perversity and hardness of young children who seem 
bom to belie the beautiful Wordsworthian doctrine: 

“ Not in entire forgetfulness. 

And not in utter nakedness. 

But trailing clouds of glory do we come 
From God, who is our home : 

Heaven lies about us in our infancy! ” 

In spite of our school attendance officers, summonses, and painfully 
devised “ standards,” as the illiterate father is, so the school-trained 
son will be, in default of something more. His ability to read will 
be put to no better use than to make him acquainted with current 
scandals and “ sport.” ‘ His Biblical knowledge will give point to 
jests which are otherwise no less coarse and gross than those his 
father made before him. The good gifts and noble capacities which 
education confers or develops are more than thrown away: they 
become defiled from an inner source of evil, which (the converse of 
the philosopher’s stone) turns all fine gold into basest metal. Well 
did Mr. Forster exclaim, “ Knowledge is not virtue.” 

It may be answered that the Education Acts were meant to promote 
knowledge, and not to instil virtue: that they must only bo expected 
to train the understanding, leaving to other agencies the task of 
purifying and elevating the character. To an extent, no doubt, this 
is true. Voluntary helpers must step in to supplement the work of 
public servants. The common impression that the State is doing 
what needs to be done, and that the more or less willingly rendered 
contribution of the ratepayer ends his responsibility, and relieves him 
from the obligation of taking further interest in the education of the 
poor, must speedily disappear as the circumstances of juvenile life 

* The remark is made in a leading article of the TSmu (Sept. 20, 1887) that the 
information given in the sporting papers “ is ,the chief or sole mental pabnlnm of 
]&i^ nunibers, whose elementary edacatioif is twed to little'nse beyond enabling 
them to study the odds." 
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are realized, and the failure of the State organization to furnish the 
means of deliverance is clearly perceived. Unhappily, one effect of 
the immense public endeavours has been to extinguish some bene¬ 
ficent private agencies (as Ragged Schools, in many places), which, 
if less effective from one point of view, were at least equally useful 
from another. The power that is required to supplement the 
established system is the power of personal influence applied to the 
youth of the streets, not only in bulk, but as individuala The 
school deals with them in the mass, and in an arbitraiy fashion by 
the force of law. Behind the School Board is the policeman—and 
not very far behind either, to the perception of the half-fed, half- 
clad, and more than half-orphaned youth of the slums. This fact of 
itself militates against the m<yral influence of the teacher, although 
in other ways it is of course a tremendous help. What is needed in 
every district is a place of shelter from the polluting influence of the 
streets, open every twening, and on Sundays, under the charge of 
volunteers who will aim to understand'and to win the confidence of 
the lads who are just passing out of the school period. They want 
not a teacher so much as a friend; not instruction so much as con¬ 
verse, and the privilege of contact with persons whoso refinement 
does not exclude- sympathy. What the Kyrio Society does in a 
wholesale way, mtm and women should do on a smaller scale, to threes 
and sixes and dozens, always remembe^ng that the essential point is 
not what is said or sung, but how it is done—what measure of direct 
personal grace is tlirown into it, and how the slightest act or phrase 
may be made to tell in favour of pure enjoyment and the moral 
elevation that comes from habitual personal contact with high- 
minded people. 

But even this is not enough. The position and duty of the school 
teacher must bo reconsidered. Whether he is to continue as a mere 
medicine man, administering fixed doses of knowledge as regulated 
from year to year by Act of Parliament, powerless so far as real in¬ 
fluence-over his victims is concerned, obliged to give them the physic 
of the Code when what they really need is the milk of human kind¬ 
ness ; or whether a larger view is to be taken of the use to which his 
great opportunities should be put, we leave those to say who have 
known in their own school history the difference between an Arnold and 
a Blimber. The tendency of our system has been to put more and more 
upon the teacher, until he staggers beneath a yoke which neither he 
nor his oppressors could bear. Paradoxical as it may appear, if he 
had less to do he would probably do more. Loosed from some of the 
fetters which check his movements at every turn, he might be able to 
boast of fewer seventh standard boys, but the loss would be abun¬ 
dantly compensated if he turned out a larger proportion of clean¬ 
speaking, honest-hearted, manly lads. 



INDIBBCT TAXATION IN AMERICA. 


In view of the constant straggle of the working classes and their 
special representatives to secure aid from the State on their behalf, 
and of the growing influence of Socialistic ideas, it is a ground of 
surprise that economic authorities, both in scholastic and political life, 
should content themselves so much as they do with exhortations to 
refrain from reliance upon State help and with demonstrations of its 
danger and futility, while taking so little notice of the interference 
■of the State on the other side* and in the wrong direction. 

The vast mass of human beings, even in prosperous America, are 
not much more than half-clothed ; and in Europe, they are neither 
half-clothed nor half-fed, unless mere relief from the pangs of 
hunger is to bo considered a sufiicient supply of food, and any sort 
of concealment of nakedness is to be deemed a sufficiency of clothing. 
The larger share of annual •income, and an enormous majority of 
the accumulated wealth, fall to the hands of a small minority of the 
population; and when the majority complain, they are assured that 
this is the inevitable result of natural laws, and that any interference 
by the State would only make matters worse. 

But suppose that the State has, for centuries, been interfering. 
Suppose that these same natural laws make it inevitable that it 
should interfere, on one side or the other. Is it not of the highest 
iraix)rtance to inquire what is the effect of that interference ? Is it 
not unreasonable to assume, without inquiry or argument, that the 
existing form of interference must be indefinitely continued ? Is it 
not mere folly to expect that the masses of the poor will always be 
content, after attaining political power, to submit without remon¬ 
strance to State interference for the benefit of the rich, and yet never 
ask for similar interference on behalf of the poor ? 

Such interference has been going on in all countries, for an 
indefinite period, with the effect of greatly imiwverishing the poor 
and increasing the wealth of the rich. It is still going on, even in 
countries ruled by democracies; for those who are interested in 
maintaining this injustice are clever enough to persuade the poor 
that the system which robs them compensates them by robbing other 
people in turn for their benefit. It is maintained by statesmen, who 
do not really wish to injure the poor, simply because it affords the 
easiest method of raising money, without awakening troublesome 
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Inquiries as to what is done with it. And, while its effects are 
recognized by all economic writers of authority, few of them have 
declared unequivocally for its abolition, and none have clearly shown 
the extent of the wrongs done by it. 

But, as all injustice reacts, sooner or later, upon its authors, this 
particular form of injustice lies at the root of many Soraalistic and even 
Communis^ demands. It does more to promote the growth of 
Socialistic theories among the working classes than can ever be undone 
by the arguments of statesmen or philosophers. Regarding all 
Communistic doctrines with disfavour, we still hold that, if Com¬ 
munism is to bo allowed at all, it is far more justifiable when taking 
from the rich for the benefit of the poor, than when taking from the 
poor for the benefit of the rich. 

This most uiijust interference of Government, to the impoverish¬ 
ment of the poor, goes by the euphonious name of Indirect Taxa¬ 
tion. Wo have long preferred to call it crooked taxation, which 
expresses precisely th(5 same idea, in- plainer woitls. It is croolo'd 
in its nature, in its motives, in its operation, in its eft’ects, and 
in its pretexts. There is nothing straightforward about it. If 
it may be personified, it is safe to say that there is not an honest 
hair in its head. And it manifests an ingenuity in i)roducing evil 
results in excess of any which could be anticipated from it which 
makes it resemble a malign spirit. It creates monopolies ; it fosters 
international hatreds ; it discourages industry; it disturbs markets ; 
it deprives society of the full benc'fits of invention and improvement; 
it is the parent of the Ihrotective system; and it so distorts the 
■development of productive, labour as to make it almost inqwssible 
to trace the miscliief which it causes. 

A few illustrations of this general fact would recpiire a volume. 
It is proposed, iu this short paper, to deal only with a single evil 
caused by crooked taxation, and to illustrate this only by a few 
statistics relating to the United States of America. Tliis evil, how¬ 
ever, is probably the greatest of all: it is the perpetual and inevitable 
appropriation of the small savings of tho poor to the relief of the 
rich from their just share of the public burdens, and oflen for their 
avowed and direct benefit. Indirect taxation, no matter in what 
form it may be levied, is, at all times, and in all nations, certain to 
make the rich relatively richer and the poor jjoorer. It amounts to a 
•direct interference of the State, for ever increasing those inequalities 
in the distribution of wealth which modern statesmen, at least, affect 
to deplore. 

It must be conceded, as a partial excuse for tho resort to 
avowedly indirect taxes, that many taxes, nominally direct, are in 
reality indirect, because they distribute their burden among con- 
■sumers in the end. Of this description are all so-called direct 
taxes upon personal property and upon houses or other structures 
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■ a63xed to land. Such toxes must eventually be paid by’con¬ 
sumers, because, if not so paid, the production of such property 
would fall off until the demand outran the supply to an extent 
sufficient to corapdnsaic, in increased prices, for increased taxation. 
Such taxes, therefore, liave the same eft'ect in promoting an arti¬ 
ficial inequality in the distribution of wealth as any other indirect 
taxes. They are not, however, open to some other gray^i objections 
applicable to the taxes commonly called indirect. 

In tho United States of America, in consequence of an unfortu¬ 
nate provision of the Federal Constitution, requiring direct taxes tO' 
l)e apportioned among the States in proportion to population, not 
wealth (a provision arising out of the necessities of slavery, and 
which ought to have been abolished with slavery), tho National 
Government has almost always relied upon indirect taxes only for 
its revenue, and has had no others for many years. The several 
States, not - having any powej* to impose duties on imports* have 
been compelled to resort mainly to so-called direct taxation, which, 
however, they have attempted to impose equally upon accumulated 
wealth of all kinds, including both real and personal property. 
The assessors having placed small valuations on unimproved land, 
as compared with land cultivated or built upon, the total result 
has been to put the bulk of the burden upon articles of human 
production, and thus to shift it in the end upon consumers. Out of 
tho entire tax-burden of 700 million dollars, there can be no doubt 
that more than 600 millions are practically indirect, as 400 millions 
avowedly are. How much more, it is difficult to say; and, as it will 
be easily seen that the amount of really direct taxation is very small 
in comparison with the total, we have not taken the pains to separate 
it, but have made the following calculations on the assumption that 
all the taxes are more or less indirect in practical effect. It was 
especially not worth while to eliminate the error which is thus 
involved in these calculations, because it would bo obviously im¬ 
possible to make them scientifically accurate; because other errors 
must exist in them, of a nature likely to be in the opposite direc¬ 
tion, which would more than- nullify the error acknowledged; and, 
finally, because a dozen errors of similar kind would not affect the 
general result, and could only make the final statement err to an 
utterly immaterial extent. Where we are dealing with thousands 
of millions, an error, either way, which cannot amount to a hundred 
millions, is of no importance. 

Taking, then, the taxes of the last census year as a basis, we reach 
the following conclusions. 

In the year of the last census, ending June 30, 1880, the total 
population of the United States was, in round numbers, 51,000,000, 
the working population 17,400,000, their tariff* taxes £37,500,000 
sterling, their internal revenue taxes £30,000,000, and their local 
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taxes £C4j000,000, The burden of taxation upon consumers was 
increased by an enhancement of domestic prices, under the protec¬ 
tive features of tlie tariff, amounting to at least £110,000,000, by 
mercantile profits of at least 15 per cent, upon the national taxes, 
and also upon this increase of prices through protection, amounting 
to over £27,000,000, and similar profits of at least 6 per cent, upon 
the local t^es, amountmg to another £3,000,000. Thus, while the 
nominal amount of taxation was £131,000,000, the actual burden 
imposed upon consumers was over £270,000,000. 

The highest estimate of the earnings or income of the whole 
people, during the census year, which has been made by any respon¬ 
sible authority, is about £2,000,000,000. At least 4 per cent, of 
this must be allowed for depreciation of the instruments employed in 
production. The I’emainder was divided among the 17,000,000 
persons engaged in gainful occupations, in widely differing propor¬ 
tions. There being no income-tax in America, there are no statistics 
from which the amounts of the larger incomes can bo accurately 
ascertained; but the incomes of vast numbers of the labouring 
classes, as well as of the fanners, are pretty clearly shown by official 
returns. Tho average income of farm labourers was less than |200; 
of farmers, less than $1-00; and of mechanics, less than $350. Tho 
average of tho whole may bo safely put at less than $370, or £75. 
Skilled mechanics averaged a higher rate, say £100; and the super¬ 
intending class averaged about $1000, or £200. Tho incomes of the 
smaller classes can be fairly estimated, by tho aid of the statistics 
of other countries and of tho United States themselves, during the 
ton years in which an income-tax was hwied. The result shall be 
stated in sterling money, computed at the rough valuation of five 
dollars to the pound, which is near enough for the purpose. 

It is estimated that there are at least 100 persons in tho United 
States whose incomes would average together £200,000 each, 
2000 averaging £20,000, 5000 averaging £10,000, and 100,000 
averaging £2000. It has been demonstrated by Mr. Edward 
Atkinson that the average income of 1,000,000 persons is about 
£200. The actual savings of the nation, during the year 1880, 
after payment of taxes and all living expenses, are estimated at 
£150,000,000. But, as some prominent advocates of indirect taxa¬ 
tion put their estimate higher, it will suffice to say that, tho higher 
the estimate of national savings, the greater would be the width of 
the gulf between the rich and the poor, since the amount which the 
poorer classes have been able to save has been pretty carefully 
ascertained to be as herein stated. 

Indirect taxation, it must constantly be remembered, bears upon 
the taxpayer in proportion, not to his income, still less to his 
accumulated property, but solely to his expenditure for tho wants or 
luxuries of himself and those who depend upon him. But, on the 
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other hand, it is impossible that it should bo paid out of any fund 
except that which each person is able to save, after providing for his 
own subsistence apd that of those who depend upon him; for, if 
taxes were actually paid out of that part of income which is neces¬ 
sary to maintain the lives of these persons, they would not live long 
enough to pay it. All taxes, therefore, must, in the very nature of 
things, be paid only out of accumulations; and it would seem a 
natural conclusion that taxes should be home by each person in pro¬ 
portion to his accumulations. 

It is manifest that, assuming the bare cost of living to be £G0 
per family, a tax of 20 per cent, on this would be fatal to a family 
<!arning only £70; it would amount to a tax of 100 per cent, on the 
whole possible wealth of one earning £72; it would be 50 per cent, 
upon the wealth of one earning £84, and only 1 per cent, on the 
wealth of one earning or receiving £100,000; while the burden 
imposed upon an income of £100,000 would bo relatively less than 
the ten-thousandth part of that borne by the income of £72, and 
less than one-thousandth part of that borne by an income of £100. 
As a matter of fact, however, the expenses of living increase con¬ 
siderably as the income increases; and taxation increases with them; 
but these expenses do not rise in any such proportion as incomes 
do. The actual outworking of the system in America is that th»‘ 
few thousand persons whoso incomes exceed £5000 save with ease 
60 per cent, of their income; while the 16,000,000 persons whoso 
income falls below an average of £100 save with great difficulty less 
than 4 per cent, of theirs. These accumulations being practically 
exempted from taxation in each case, the rich are burdened less 
than one-fifteenth as much as the poor. 

That this is absolutely true, so far as the national taxes are con¬ 
cerned, is never denied. This taxation amounts to much more than 
half of all taxes. But it is unquestionably equally true of two-thirds 
of the remaining taxes, as is not denied by any one worthy of notice. 
Indeed, the advocates of the existing system insist that it is equally 
true of all possibh' forms of taxation. That assertion, however, can 
be easily disposed of. 

The tables which will now be given are based upon the foregoing 
statistics, and u|X)n statements of the annual savings of the mass of 
the people, published by State officials, after careful investigation. 
The estimates of savings on the part of the wealthier classes are 
inevitably mere estimates; but they are certainly not erroneous in 
any respect which should weaken the force of the argument drawn 
from them. 

Dividing the working or income-receiving population into fdur 
classes, their numbets, average incomes, expenditures, and savings are 
estimated as follows:— 
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Persons. 

7,000 

100,000 ... 
1 , 000,000 ... 
16,800,000 ... 


Income. 

£15,000 

2,000 

200 

75 


Expenses Savings after 

and Taxes. Taxes paid. 

£6,400 ... £8,600 

J,700 ... 800 

180 ... 20 

72 10s. 2 10s. 


Taxation, national and local, with the incidental burdens arising 
out of it, as already described, amounts to something over 17 per cent, 
of the total expentoures of all classes. This is equivalent to about five 
times as much as all that is lefh to the poorest class; while it is less 
than one-eighth of what is left to the rich, after satisfying all the 
demands of reasonable refinement and luxury. 

In order to determine what is the effect of taxation, in this form, 
upon the distribution of wealth among different classes, it is necessary 
to compute the amount which each class, exercising its present 
degree of economy, could accumulate, either under this taxation, or 
without it. The following table, computed upon figures slightly 
more accurate than those which, for convenience of the British reader, 
have been given above, show's the result:— 


Persons. 

7,000 

100,000 

1,000,000 

16,300,000 


Savings if 
not ttixod, 
... £68,670,000 
... 68,900,000 

... 60,000,000 
... 239,578,000 


Taxation Savings after 

and Incidents. paying T.nxcs, &c. 

£8,670,000 ... £60,000,000 

28,900,000 ... 30,000,000 

30,600,000 ... 20,000,000 

199,478,000 ... 40,100,000 


17,407,000 £417,748,000 £267,648,000 £150,100,000 

If these figures are correct, or approximately so, they demonstrate 
that, if taxation could bo wrholly dispensed with, the annual accu¬ 
mulations of the 17,000,000 persons, whoso incomes averaged little 
more than £80, would amount to £290,000,000; while the incomes 
of the remaining 100,000 would amount to £127,500,000. But, 
after the charges arising out of indirect taxation have been met, the 
17,000,000 remain in possession of only £60,000,000; while the 
100,000 possess £90,000,000. 

In the course of thirty years the result would be as follows:— 


Persons. 

16,300,000 

1,000,000 

100,000 

7,000 


Without Taxation. 
£7,200,000,000 
1,500,000,000 
1,770,000,000 
2,060,000,000 


With Indirect Taxation. 
£1,200,000,000 
600,000,000 
900,000,000 
1,800,000,000 


17,407,000 £12,530,000,000 


£4,500,000,000 


This shows that the necessary consequence of the American 
system of taxation is to make such a complete change in the 
distribution of wealth that, while under a perfectly natural 
aystem, unaffected by taxation, the 16,000,000 daily labourers would 
acquire 60 per cent, of the national wealth in thirty years, and the 
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100,000 capitalists only 30 per cent., taxation more than .reverses 
the proportions, securing to the 100,000 a full 60 per cent., and 
leaving to the 16,000,000 only per cent. 

We will anticipate a probable criticism upon these figures. In 
compiling them it has been assumed that the taxes are lost to the 
country, as they are, and also that the incidental charges arising out 
of taxation are lost, as they are not, except in part. But it is 
certain that no part of these profits on taxation goes to the 16,000,000 
at the base of the social pyramid; and there is little doubt that the 
bulk of them fall into the hands of the'100,000 at the top. The 
foregoing figures, therefore, vastly understate the case against the 
system, because the accumulations of the wealthier classes are 
immensely greater, by reason of indirect taxation, than are here set 
down. But, out of the £130,000,000 which, on the average, are 
taken from, the people annually, in the way of profits upon taxes and 
enhancement of prices, it is almost impossible to say how much is 
dead loss, through the continuance of wasteful methods of production 
in protected industries, and very diflScult to say how much each class 
receives from the actual profits, except that the great mass of the 
people get none. The most material error which is produced in 
these calculations by the omission of this factor is that it leaves the 
gross accumulations, under the hypothesis of no taxes, too large. 
Assuming that one-half of the enhancement of prices, by reason of 
indirect taxation, is utterly wasted, and benefits nobody, which is 
probably the fact, and that the remainder is divided among the 
capitalistic classes, which is certainly the fact, the following would 
be an approximate estimate of the effect of the system in thirty 
years:— 


ACCUMULATIONS IN THIRTY YEARS. 


Persons. 

16,300,000 

1,107,000 


Accumulations, 
if Untaxed. 
£7,200,000,000 
3,380,000,000 


Accumulations, under 
Indirect Taxation.] 
£1,200,000,000 
8,300,000,000 


17,407,000 £10,580,000,000 


£4,500,000,000 


The last figures are computed upon the assumption that the actual 
taxes are £130,000,000, as they were in the census year; that the en¬ 
hancement of prices ensuing therefrom was £140,000,000; that half of 
this was pure loss, the other half going to the mining, manufacturing, 
trading, and carrying classes; and that their profits from this source 
being already included in the estimate of their incomes are not to be 
added to the second column, although deducted from the first. 

But, it will be said impatiently, perhaps: “Taxation cannot be 
dispensed with : so what is the use of elaborate calculations, showing 
what might happen if it could be dispensed with ?” The answer is 
obvious: Is it not the first buriness of statesmen to devise such 
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methods of taxation as will not interfere with the distribution of 
wealth, and especially, not so as to make the- rich richer and the poor 
poorer ? When we have shown what would be the natural distribution 
of wealth, under the impossible condition of entire freedom from 
taxation, is it not the duty of financial authorities to find some means 
of collecting taxes without disturbing the distribution of wealth ? 

That such a system can be found, when there is any disposition to 
seek it, could readily be demonstrated; but it is not the object of 
the present writing to define it. The point now pressed is that, 
without raising any Socialistic or agrarian question, without discussing 
any question upon which there can be two opinions, the simple fact 
of indirect taxation is sufficient to account for the portentous rise of 
enormous fortunes, of gigantic monopolies, of legislative and elective 
corruption and of popular discontent, verging at times upon insur¬ 
rection, in America. It accounts for the well-known fact that the 
wealth of the country is fast concentrating in fewer hands ; a process 
which must go on, with increasing rapidity, until, within the life of 
some now living, two-thirds of all the wealth of the American people 
will be held by less than the hundredth part of its adult population. 

That this result need not follow from the mere necessity of taxa¬ 
tion, and that it would not follow from any conceivable amount ot 
taxation falling directly upon accumulated wealth, although assessed 
upon the poor in fully the same proportion as upon the rich, can be 
shown by a simple calculation. As all wealth must be the result of 
savings, a tax upon the utmost possible savings of each class, after 
allowing an expenditure on the scale now usual in tlmt class, 
would clearly be much less than just to the poor: since they would 
begin with nothing, while the rich would begin with great accumula¬ 
tions, which, under a tax levied only upon future savings, would 
escape assessment; and the amount exempted from taxation, as 
necessarily expended, would be excessive in favour of the rich, as 
compared with the pittance allowed to the poor. Nevertheless, the 
following table, constructed upon this defective basis, shows what a 
transformation might be effected in the social organization if nothing 
but future accumulations should be taxed. 


TABLE SHO'BING SAVINGS OF EACH CLASS, UNDER DIRECT TAXATION, 

ASSESSED ONLY ON FUTURE SAVINGS. 

Average Savings of Class, Equal Tax on NetAccumula- 
rers n . income. Untaxed. Savings. tions. 

7000 £15,000 £08,670,000 £20,600,000 £48,070,000 

100,000 2,000 68,900,000 17,670,000 41,280,000 

1000,000 200 60,600,000 16,180,000 36,420,000 

16,800,000 75 289,578,000 71,873,000 167,706,000 


17,407,000 £418,748,000 £125,828,000 £292,425,000 

This table has been prepared on the assumption that taxes would' 
be required to the amoimt of £125,000,000 per annum: that being. 
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more than is now necessary for all purposes, including the gradual 
payment of the National Debt. Under direct taxation, there would 
be no mercantile pi^ofits or other enhancement of prices; and thua 
the present tax-burdon of £270,000,000 would be at once reduced 
by more than half. 

Upon comparing this table with that which showed the result of 
the present system, it will be seen that, under indirect taxation, 
about 100,000 persons secure three-fifths of the annual savings of the 
people: whereas, under direct taxation, tho same persons could 
secure only three-tenths of the national savings, or only half their 
present proportion j and yet this would only be a relative change, 
without injury to them, since the reduction in their actual wealth 
would be only a mere trifle, owing to the vast reduction in tax- 
burdens which would thus become possible. 

In the course of thirty years, if this process went on without 
change, the result w'ould compare with that of the indirect system, as 
follows 

ACCUMULATIONS IN THIRTY YEARS. 

Persons. Under Direct Taxation. Under Indirect Taxation. 

107,000 .£2,079,000,000 £2,700,000,000 

1,000,000 1,002,600,000 600,000,000 

16,300,000 5,031,150,000 1,200,000,000 

17,407,000 £8,772,750,000 .£4,500,000,000 

We are aware of only three arguments which are seriously used 
in favour of indirect taxation. It has been said:— 

1. That it is the most convenient method of raising revenue, 
creating the least friction and opposition in its practical W'orking. 

2. That, when levied by means of a tariff, it affords a ready means 
of protecting homo industries and raising Avages to an extent which 
compensates for its admitted injustice to the poor. 

3. That the poor, as well as the rich, receive the benefits of 
government, and ought to contribute to its support; that, in a 
country where their votes control the expenditures of government, it 
is dangerous to relieve them from all taxation, since this would make 
them reckless in expense and taxes; and that they cannot be reached 
by direct taxation. 

The first reason is a solid reason against all indirect taxes. TIio 
veiy fact that they are easily collected and are paid without being 
noticed is one of the most serious objections to them. It is this 
fact which makes extravagance, waste, and fraud in public adminis¬ 
tration easy. It is due to this bad characteristic of the American 
system that the present Treasury stuplus exists, hanging like a cloud 
commercial enterprise, and constantly inviting schemes of 
gij^tic plimder. 
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The second reason needs no refutation here. It is of course utterly 
false. That which is falsely called “ Protection ” is mere destruction. 
The only encourt^ment which it affords to “ labour ” consists in 
forcing the protected labourer to do a greater amount of work to 
produce the same result which would have been attained without it. 
So far from ever raising wages, its invariable effect has always been 
to reduce wages among all classes of labourers; while its general 
effect in reducing the aggregate of wealth has prevented employers, 
as a class, from gaining any part of what the workmen have lost. 

The third reason is more plausible. But one of the main founda* 
tions of even this argument is transparently weak. The claim that 
the poor ought to be compelled to contribute to the support of govern¬ 
ment, in order to prevent them from voting for extravagance, is 
manifestly inconsistent with the idea of indirect taxation, the essence of 
which is to conceal from the real taxpayer the fact that he is taxed at 
all. If the poor electors are to have any selfish motive for economy in 
public expenditures, they must be subjected to some form of direct 
taxation, rising and falling with the fluctuations of the expenditure. 
'I’ho other branch of the argument has an appearance of abstract 
reason in its favour. If any plan of direct taxation can bo devised 
which would apportion itself in just proportions between the rich and 
the poor, according to the ability of each to sustain the burden, this 
question would deserve serious consideration. Wo do not say that 
this is impossible. But, if it is, the oppressive effects of indirect 
taxation are so manifest as make it clear that, if the alternative 
lies between doing some injustice to the rich or an enormous injus> 
tice to the poor, the former course should unhesitatingly bo adopted. 
'L’axsition can never be carried to such an extent as to bo actually 
ruinous to the rich ; it is now, and always has been, carried to that 
extent against the poor. 

It may bo said that a middle course should be pursued, and that 
indirect taxation should be adopted to such an extent as would lay 
only their fair share of the public burdens upon Ihe masses. But, in 
order to do this, such taxes must bo small, and must not, even with 
the mercantile profit added, exceed the proper share of the masses. 
It is impossible to calculate the amount of such taxes; because it is 
impossible to foresee how much will be added to the tax by tho inci¬ 
dental private profits arising out of it, all of which must bo paid by 
the consumer. It is, moi'cover, utterly impracticable to keep indirect 
taxes within these limits, even if they could be ascertained. The 
temptation to resort to them, in preference to direct taxes, is irresist¬ 
ible, so long as they are allowed at all. 

It is not necessary, however, to pursue this inquiry any further; 
the object of this paper being to show tho disastrous effect of 
existing methods of taxation, rather than to discuss any plans for 
a remedy. A majority of the so-called statesmen of America 
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profess to bo proud of these methods, and have persuaded nearly half 
their countrymen that,the American system of taxation is the glory 
of America, and that liard-working men could not live if they were 
not heavily taxed. It is therefore necessary to show, in plain figures, 
just what is the effect of this beneficent system, and what an admi¬ 
rable device it is for the aggrandizement of the rich and the destruc¬ 
tion of the poor. 

In conclusion, it may be well to rejjeat that accuracy is not 
claimed for any of these figures, except where drawn from official 
statistics. The estimate of the burden of protective taxes, especially, 
is hotly disputed ; and, indeed, that burden varies greatly in different 
years. But no conceivable change in this estimate would affect the 
relative proportions of the burdens imposed upon the several classes, 
or do more than postpone, for ten or twenty years further, the 
general result here predicted—the concentration of wealth in a few 
hands. 



THE MEMOIRS OF THE DUKE OF 

COBURG. 


An autobiography of any description, we are often told, can scarcely 
fail to be interesting, and this is especially true of a narrative of 
great and important events, written by one who had himself a large 
share in them. Such compositions are, indeed, among the most 
valuable species of contemporary historical evidence, and any fresh 
addition to thtur number must bo welcomed by all students of the 
past. And assuredly there are few eras in history of greater interest 
and importance than the epoch of the revolutionary movements in 
18-1)8, which, though apparently without much result at the time, yet 
paved the way for two of the greatest events of the present century 
—the formation of a united Germany and a united Italy, 

Hence the recent publication of the Memoirs of Duke Ernest of 
Saxe-Coburg, which throw an additional light on the events of this 
momentous pt^riod as far as German history is conconied, will 
deservedly receive the attention of all historical students. 

The author of the memoirs comes of a distinguished family, llis 
father had a considerable share in the liberation of Germany from 
Napoleon, and was one of the most liberal and enlightened German 
princes of his time. His uncle Leopold was the first king of 
llelgium, and his brother Albert is still remembered by all English¬ 
men as the late Prince Consort. 

Duke Ernest was born as long ago as 1818, so that he is now 
seventy years old. He has not recorded many incidents of his 
childhood, but ho speaks with great reverence of his father, and tells 
of the care bestowed on his education and that of his brother. The 
first time he travelled beyond the bounds of his native countiy was 
in 1832, on a visit to his uncle, who had recently accepted the 
Belgian Crown. Four years later, he made, in conjunction with his 
brother, a journey of a more extended character, which his father had 
planned for his sons as part of their education. They first of all 
visited England, where they made the acquaintance of several dis¬ 
tinguished persons. Of King William IV., Ernest writes: “ The 
King was already sickly at that time, and I remember that he fell 
fast asleep during dinner. He impressed me as being a thorough 

1 Memoirt of H-nest 11^ DuJee of J3axe Cai/urg~0<aha. Vols. I. and II., embraoiag 
period 1818-1850. London: Kemington. 188H. 
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Bailor, uniiniK>rtant in all other respects.” Among other celebrities, 
he met Disraeli, of whom we have this account: ““At this period he 
produced the irapressidn of a vain young Jew of remarkably radical 
tendencies. The time came later when he understood how to make 
calculated use of the Conservative Tories. He carried his left arm 
in a black sling, which peculiarity was sneered at by his enemies, 
who said that lie only did it in order to ijiake himself interesting, as 
he had never suffered any accident which rendered it necessary. He 
seemed to belong to the class of men who have made up their minds 
to play a groat part, and who are certain to gain the end in view.” 

i’rom England the young princes proceeded to France, where 
they were kindly received by the reigning king, Louis Philippe. 
“ I may say that a kind of sympathy arose between him and me, 
such as may bo imagined between a youth and a man standing on 
the threshold of old age.” 

After a lively stay in Paris, the brothers arrived in Brussels, and 
remained for nearly a year at their uncle’s Court, where they con¬ 
tinued to pursue their studies. Their life in Belgium is described 
as very enjoyable, and they formed the acquaintance of many dis¬ 
tinguished men “ of all colours and aims.” In this way they 
imbibed principles of a much more liberal character than were 
current in most German royal circles at this period. “ One was, so 
to speak, pushed into the ranks of reform, hardly being given any 
choice.” 

In 1837 they returned to Germany, and completed their education 
at the University of Bonn. At the close of their college career the 
brothers parted for the first time. The Englidi marriage was 
now almost settled for Albert, while Ernest entered the Saxon 
military service. He was warmly received by the Kang of Saxony, 
t Frederick Augustus, in whose Court he was, he tells us, “ treated 
like a son and companion of long date.” 

His residence at Dresden lasted about four years, but was broken 
by several “ long and eventful journeys and undertakings.” 

In 1840 he accompanied his brother to England, on the occasion 
of his marriage, and afterwards paid a visit to Spain and Portugal 
to visit his cousin Ferdinand, who had married the young Portuguese 
Queen, Donna Maria. 

He gives an interesting account of his experiences in a letter 
to his brother. Of his cousin he writes: “ Ferdinand has grown 
to be a veiy agreeable young man, both physically and mentally. 
His figure is slender and well-formed, and his ikce, although it is on 
the whole nnclianged, has assumed a much milder expression. His 
movements are very graceful, and his demeanour quite that of a 
king.” Of the Queen of Portugal we are told that “ Donna Maria is 
at the first glance a psychological conundrum, if I may be allowed 
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to use the word. I .have set myself the special task of studying 
her. She is stout, yet by no means so ill-formed as people pretend; 
her head is fine, and none of the pictures which exist of her do her 
justice. She never speaks to strangers; wastes but few words on 
the courtiers, but to us and our acquaintance she talks a great deal. 
What is taken for emflhrrassment is really design, and what so 
many have called want of education is simply originality; I take her 
for a thoroughly clever woruan, for, as long as I have been here, I 
have never heard a mistaken or illogical opinion from her lips, nor 
any flat or hasty remark.” 

After a short stay in Spain, Prince Ernest returned to Dresden, 
at a critical time when Germany and all Europe were excited by 
rumours of a general war, arising out of the Turkish-Egyptian 
Question and the conflict of French and English interests in the East. 

The Prince’s uncle. King Leopold, was anxious to avert this 
calamity, and he had a considerable share in the negotiations, wliich. 
resulted in the preservation of peace. 

This same year witnessed a change in the position of German 
alfairs, brought about by the death of Frederick William III., King 
of Prussia, and the accession of his son, Frederick William IV. 

IMnco Ernest had been on very friendly terms with the new 
Sovereign when the latter was Crown Prince, and he was considered 
to be the most suitable ambassador to conduct certain negotiations 
between Coburg and Prussia concerning an exchange of territory. 
An agreement between the Governments had been arrived at in the 
lifetime of the lata Prussian king, and Ernest was now employed by 
his father on a mission to secure its ratification by Frederick 
William IV. His majesty, however, was found by no means disposed 
to fulfil his father’s promises. “ He flew into a most incredible 
temper, ‘ Do you think that I am going to continue all the stupidities 
which my father began,’ he cried, his face red with anger. ‘ Those 
counsellor^ who spoiled and used everything were blockheads! ’ and 
continuing to thunder out his ill-feeling against the past Government, 
he broke the inkstand in two, so that the ink flew out in all directions, 
and tho painful moment was brought to a close through the accident. 
Upon this he excused himself, grew perfectly mild again, and went 
on in the most friendly and polite manner to say that he really could 
not agree to the exchange of the territory.” 

In 1842 the Prince married the heiress Alexandra of Baden, and 
after his marriage lie paid a second visit to England and France in 
conjunction with his wife. He returned home in the middle of 
1843, and in January of the next year he was called to the ducal 
throne of Cobiu'g by the sudden death of his father. 

He fully recognized the critical character of the period in which 
he was now to play a rather prominent part. “ I felt perfectly convinced 
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that the world, and particularly Germany, stood on the brink of an 
epoch of the most powerful political changes, and that not one of 
the Princes of Germany,'who had become rulers, could look forward 
to a quiet existence such as had been the lot of my father’s genera¬ 
tion for the last thirty years.” 

His presentiments were well-founded, for his reign had hardly 
lasted four years before all Germany was involved in the turmoil of 
the great revolution, the events of which occupy the principal part 
of these volumes. , 

To produce the explosion of 1848 two movements contributed, 
both of which had for some time been working in the public mind 
of Germany, and which, though often confounded, were essentially 
different in character. 

There was what may bo termed the party of German unity and 
constitutional freedom, which desired to return to the ancient his¬ 
torical traditions of Germany in the days when it was a strong and 
united kingdom. Their objects were to draw closer the bonds 
between the different States, and to change the ban confederacy 
which existed into a real federal union. They wished to lessen the 
influence of Austria in German politics, which was always exercised 
on the side of reaction and division among the separate States, and 
many of them were already looking to Prussia as the head of united 
Germany, though the character of the Sovereign afforded little hope 
th^t ho would show any sympathy with their purposes. 

Besides this movement, which was purely national in its origin, 
there was an influence of a more revolutionary character, which had 
its source, not within the limits of Germany, but in Prance. 

Translations of French democratic and socialistic works were widely 
circulated among the German lower classes notwithstanding the 
utmost eftbrts to check their propagation, and many German workmen 
who had been employed in Paris had there imbibed the same prin¬ 
ciples, which they carried back with them to their native country. 

Secret societies were formed to carry out the objects of the social¬ 
istic party, and how extended its ramifications might be hardly any 
one knew. Hence there was a general feeling of insecurity on the part 
of the German rulers, but most of them only thought of keeping 
down the revolution by force, if possible. Their lack of wisdom is 
clearly exposed by Duke Ernest in his narrative. Had the German 
Sovereigns generally pursued the policy which he s^w to be the wisest, 
and carried out as far as he could, of placing themselves at the head 
of the constitutional party, then, in all probability, little danger would 
have been apprehended from the attempts of the extreme revolu¬ 
tionists, but it was the assumption by most of the Princes of an 
attitude of resistance to all reform, which gave the latter party 
its power. 
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Especially was tliis the case as regards the Prussian King, 
Frederick William lY. If ho liad been willing to take up the posi¬ 
tion which the majority, nob only of his subjects, but of Germans, 
generally desired, the events of 1870 might have been anticipated, 
and the union of Germany secured without probably much disturb¬ 
ance, but his persistence-in clinging to a policy of reaction and sub¬ 
servience to Austria was answerable for many disasters. 

Duke Ernest had not, we have seen, long been expecting an out¬ 
burst, but when tho crisis was ijrecipitated by the expulsion of Louis 
Philippe from the French throne, ho was in England on a visit to his 
brother. 

Soon there came tho nows of the general popular upheaval through¬ 
out Germany, and the Duke perceived the necessity of an immediate 
return to his own dominions. He had little personal danger to 
apprehend from the course events were taking. He had granted a 
liberal constitution to his subjects, and was popular among them, and 
every address ho received from them breathed nothing but “ universal 
assumneos of fidelity and adherence.” Still, however, the movement 
in favour of national unity whicli was working throughout Germany 
was felt in Coburg as well as elsewhere, and it was highly desirable 
that the Duke, who w^as known to sympathize with it, should be on 
the spot to guide it and direct it in tho proper path. On his 
return, in March 1848, he received a petition from the people of his 
territories, somewhat bombastic in strain, but thoroughly loyal and 
reasonable in spirit, asking for various reforms, including freedom 
of the Press and trial by jury, and beseeching his co-operation as a 
member of tho German Confederacy in the work of securing national 
unity. 

The Duke responded in a similar spirit, thanking his subjects for the 
attachment they had shown towards him, and promising to carry out 
the reforms they demanded, which he had already begun to execute. He 
further expressed his sympathy with the wish for the closer union of 
the German States, and announced that he was strongly in favour of 
the proposal for a universal German Parliament. 

The wise policy of the Duke had its reward. His own dominions 
were little troubled by tho operations of the ultra-revolutionary 
party. Concord prevailed between prince and people, and a new 
settlement of the constitution of the duchy was established on a 
liberal basis, which continued in force when the anarchy which pre¬ 
vailed in many neighbouring States at the time had given place to 
returning despotism. 

The Duke’s position at home was so' secure that he could afford 
to turn. his . attention to the affairs of his neighbours. < In the 
adjoining State of Altenburg matters were in a critical condition. 
The reigning Duke Joseph was a man of weak intellect, and 
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under the influence of unpopular counsellors. As he had not, like 
Duke Ernest, attempted to moderate the popular movement by 
placing himself at its head, it had passed into the hands of the 
violent party.Disturbances broke out everywhere, which could 
not bo put down, and at last “Revolutionary bands surrounded 
the castle, in which th(‘ entire ducal family were as it were held 
imprisoned.” 

On the receipt of this news Duke Ernest determined to go to the 
relief of his brother Soveivign. The narrative of what followed is 
best told in his own words: “ I took my place like any ordinary 
traveller in a second-class carriage, and arrived almost unrecognized 
in Altenburg. My companion and I then went to an hotel which 
stood near the station, where we had an opportunity during dinner 
of making inquiries of the landlord as to what had occurred. He 
assured us that it was quite true that the Duke was imprisoned and 
cut off from every one. To the question: ‘ By whom ? ’ the man 
answered with the pathos of a schoolmaster, who has just described 
the terrors of the Erench Revolution and the sufferings of the 
])risoners: “ He is in the power of the Provisional Government 
and is watched by the citizens’ guard.’ ‘ Would it bo impossible to 
got into the Ducal I’alace ? ’ ‘ Quite impossible,’ answered tho 

landlord without hesitation.I was so astonished and pro¬ 

voked by all this that it made me the more eager to carry out my 

intention at any price.The drive up to the high castle of 

Altenburg led round the next street comer through a closed 
barricade, and the guard had orders to let no one in or out. At 
the moment I reached it, it fortunately happened that an ofiicer 
belonging to the militia came up to change the guard; I imme¬ 
diately told him who I was and that I wished to speak to the 

Duke.After all these negotiations I at length got into the 

castle, and thought I had conquered the chief difiiculties. But I 
was mistaken in this, for my worst experiences were to be made 
with the Duke himself. The moral state in which I found him is 
hardly to be described, wavering between yielding and hopeless¬ 
ness, it seemed almost impossible to hold a quiet discussion with the 
Duke.” 

However, Duke Ernest at last succeeded in his mission, and the 
affairs of Altenburg were settled by an amicable arrangement between 
the Prince and the people. 

Meanwhile, events of the greatest importance were taking place 
on the wide stage of German politics. In almost every State there 
had been popular risings and Ihe princes had nearly everywhere been 
forced to make concessions to their subjects. In Austria itself, the 
stronghold of reaction and the centre of opposition to all Liberal 
movements, the man who for thirty years had been the chief force 
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antagonistic to reform in Germany, the Chancellor Mettemich had 
been obliged to retire, and the Government was for many months 
almost powerless. The effect of the revolution in Vienna was felt 
everywhere. “ The overthrow of the system in Austria in which so 
many German Governments had seen their only reseiw^i "robbed the 
Conservative forces in the smaller States of their latt hope and 
remaining courage.” 

In Saxony, Bavaria, and the rest of the minor German States, the 
reforming party gained the upper hand, and the Sovereigns were 
obliged to yield. 

The point, however, to which the eyes of all Germans wore turned 
with the greatest interest was Berlin, and the question most eagerly 
discussed was the attitude of the King of Prussia. 

The position taken up by Frederick William IV. was indeed 
rather difficult to understand. There had been popular disturbances 
in his capital as in other places, but he had not been reduced to such 
a condition of helplessness as many of his fellow Sovci’eigns. In fact, 
there was little hostility to his person, and he had a great opportunity 
before him, of which, however, he failed to take advantage. 

At one time he seemed to bo opposed to all reform whatever, at 
another ho appeared to bo willing to surrender entirely to the extreme 
llevolutionary party, but ho never showed any inclination to take the 
position of the leader of the movement for German unity, which 
constitutional Liberals every whei'e hoped for from him. 

Amid all this confusion and uncertJiinty, one great step appeared 
to have been gained by the assembling at Frankfort of a really 
national and representative Parliament of all Germany, in place of 
the old Confederate Diet, which merely represented the princes. 

The German Sovereigns had been compelled by tho pressure of 
public opinion to consent to the meeting of this Assembly, and 
great things were hoped from it by all the reforming party. As 
soon as this body met, it began to devote itself to the work of draw¬ 
ing up a Constitution for the whole of Germany. There was a general 
agreement that the new Confederacy should have a head, with the 
title of Emperor, and the almost universal desire was that tho 
Prussian King should accept the post. 

What was wished, in fact, was to revive the old German kingdom 
of the days of the Franconian and Swabian Emperors, when Germany 
had been one of the strongest and most united nations of Europe. 

Though the chief of the Confederation was to bear the title of 
Emperor; there was no idea of calling up from the shades of the 
past the phantom of the Holy Roman Empire, which had, in fact, 
been the fatal cause of the disinte^tion of the German kingdom. 
The King of Prussia, however, appears seriously to have thought such 
a revival both possible and desirable. In a circular to the Princes, 
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ho. said: “ The Gorman nation has a right, dating back a thousand 
years, to make its head tho indisputable First Head 6f Christendom,’* 
It was absurd enough to suppose that such a pretension would be 
accepted by Europe in tlio nineteenth century, but still the state¬ 
ment was historically correct in so far that in the Middle Ages the 
elected Sovereign of Germany was the only jierson who had a right 
to be named Emperor of the Romans, and that the Roman Emperor 
was in theory rc'garded as superior to all other kings and princes. 

IJiit when his Afajesty went on to speak of the Roman Imperial 
dignity as ha\'ing been united “ indissolubly with tho hereditary 
Jhnpiro of Austria,” and to allege this as a reason against his own 
acceptance of tho position of German Emperor, ho was talking abso¬ 
lute nonsense. 

Afti'r tho labours of Mr. Bryce and Mr. Freeman, it can hardly 
bo necessary to state that such a title as “ Emperor of Austria” was 
unheard of before tho present century ; that it is true that since the 
fifteenth centmy it had become the usual custom to elect the Arch¬ 
duke of Austria King of Germany and Roman Emperor, but that he 
hail certainly no hereditary right to command tho votes of the 
electors. And in fact, on one occasion, as late as the middle of tho 
eighteenth century, the rule was broken through, and an Emperor 
who -was not an Austrian archduke, elected in the person of 
Charles VII. of Bavaria, who was as lawful an Emperor as any 
othc*r, though his claims on the hereditary Austrian dominions were 
not well founded. 

It became evident that tho refusal of Frederick William IV.'to' 

I 

accept tlic Imperial title was the rock on which the Frankfort 
Assembly would split. Though the formal offer of the position to 
the Prussian King did not take place till the early part of 1849, yet 
it had been evident long before then that he could not bo prevailed 
on to accept it, and witbout a head the new German Constitution 
could not be worked. A temporary Administrator of tbo Empire, as 
he was styled, was chosen in the person of the Austrian Archduko 
John, but he seems to have been a man of little force of character. 

Ho gave satisfaction to nobody, and at last ran away from Frank¬ 
fort in a rather undignified manner. 

The failure of the attempts to settle matters on a constitutional 
basis of German union, gave scope- to the effects of the revolutionary 
party, which otherwise would have been little formidable, and there 
was on one occasion a republican rising in Frankfort, and actual 
fighting and bloodshed in the streets only put down by the inter¬ 
vention of Austrian and Prussian troops. The Duke of Coburg, 
who was present at the time, gives the following account of tbo 
struggle:— 

“ I went away to the Roman Emperor Hotel to dino. About 150 paces 
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from here, where the line is extended to the small streets, the barricades 
were built. A Prussian detaebmeiit stationed itself underneath thediomon 
Emperor. They were derided from the barricade but did not move. Some 
of them were shot dead before my eyes by men in the houses, armed with 
lifles; they did not move. At length they wore aJlow'ed to shoot. A few 
discharges in tiles scattered the insurgents; but from behind tlie barricades 
and the windows sevcml more of their men were wounded with rifle bullets 
at a good distiince. Smoking my cigar on the balcony, 1 heal'd a bullet 
whistle before my nose, and—my cigai‘ was out, for the bullet hatl cut it 
in two.” 

The refusal of the Imperial title by the King of Prussia and the 
withdrawal of the Archduke John from Frankfort put an end to the 
hope of a united German Empire. The Assembly shortly afterwards 
brok(5 up, and a less ambitious plan was now devised by the Con¬ 
stitutional party, among whom Duke Ernest was prominent, of h 
voluntary confederation of such German States as could be induced 
join it, under the leadcrsliip of Prussia. 

Meanwhile, another question had been rising into prominence, 
which occupies nearly one-half of the second volume of the Duke’s 
memoirs, and the narrative of which forms one of their most interest¬ 
ing parts, as the author here, more than elsewhere, writes from direct 
personal experience. This was, the position of Schleswig-Holstein 
relatively to Germany and to Denmark. 

The ideas of most Jinglishmen on this subject were decidedly hazy 
at the time, and are probably not much clearer now. It is true, there 
w’as some excuse for this want of knowledge, since many of tho 
details of the question were of a veiy complicated character, but still 
tho main facts admit of being stated in a moderate compass. 

TIk'so two duchies had for centorios boon held by tho Danish 
kings as hereditary dukes, but neither of them formed part of tho 
kingdom of Denmark any more than Hanover formed part of 
England when the two were united under one Sovereign. 

The position of the two was, however, not quite tho same. 
Holstein had been a fief of the old Empire, and was a member of the 
Gonfederation which had succeeded it. Its population was entirely 
German, and it was always reckoned as part of Germany. Schleswig, 
on the other hand, although for a long period closely united with 
Holstein had never been a fief of the Empire, and was not counted 
as a member of the German Confederation. Its population was of a 
mixed character, being German in tho South, aud Danish in the 
North, and there was much jealousy between the two nationalides. 

It will be thus evident that the matter w^as a delicate one, and 
that disputes 'between Denmark and Gennany were nearly certain to 
arise; and a further' element of complication was added, by the' fact 
that, though the King.'of Denmark’s right to be Duke of Schleswig 
and Holstein was; not denied, yet he was not the only person who 
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had hereditaiy claims there. The German family «o£ Augustenhurg ‘ 
were Sfcadtholders and commanders-in-chief of the forces of the 
Duchies by right of birth, and conflicts between them and their 
superiors, the Danish dukes, were nearly certain to arise. 

During the reign of Christian VIII. of Denmark matters were 
evidently drawing to a crisis. A strong party among the Danish 
people had began to advocate the incorporation of Schleswig with 
the Danish kingdom, and the King was said to have prepared a 
scheme for carrying out their wishes. The people of Holstein were 
violently opposed to such a proposal, contending that it threatened 
danger to their liberties as well, and that in any case the two duchies 
could never be lawfully separated. They demanded, on the other 
hand, that Schleswig as well as Holstein should be recognized as 
belonging to the German Confederation. 

They as yet professed loyalty to the Danish Sovereign as their 
duke, but there were evident symptoms of a desire to get rid of the 
connexion with Denmark altogether and convert the hereditary 
stadtholders of the Augustenbui’g house into, dufeest Affairs were 
in this position at the comencement of the critical year of ISIS, when 
Christian VIII. died, and was succeeded by his son Frederick VII. 

The new king took a step which precipitated matters by di-awing 
up a resolution for his whole dominions, which provided for a 
“ union of the Parliaments of all the different portions of the Danish 
monarchy.” 

This was considered to threaten the annexation of Schleswig and 
oven of Holstein to Denmark, and led to the immediate outburst of 
revolution in the Duchies, and the formation of a Provisional Govern¬ 
ment. The leaders of the movement professed loyalty to their duke, 
but contended that the rights of Holstein as a German State had 
been violated, and called for the aid of the other members of the 
Confederation. 

The entrance of German troops into the Duchies soon followed, 
and hostilities ensued, which, however, were soon terminated, for the 
time, by an armistice. A period of intricate negotiations succeeded, 
in which many schemes were devised for settling the question. 
The most reasonable plan suggested was, that the Danish part of 
Schleswig should be incorporated with Denmark, while the German 
portion should be closely united with Holstein and be admitted into 
the German Confederation, the Danish king retaining his rights as 
Duke, but giving up all projects of joining the Duchies to his 
kingdom. 

Such an arrangement would certainly have been the one most in 
harmony with the wishes of the inhabitants of the territories, and a 
settlement on this basis was what was desired by the wisest German 
statesmen, including Duke Ernest, and was also strongly advocated 
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by his brother, Priuce Albert, who took a considerable interest in 
the negotiations concerning a question which was felt to affect not 
only Germany and Denmark but Europe at large. 

However, it was found impossible to arrive at a peaceful solution 
of the difficulty, and hostilities recommenced in the spring of 1849. 

A German Confederate force was dispatched to the aid of the 
Schleswig-Holsteiners, and Duke Ernest commanded the troops from 
his own State. The first encounter of the war was a naval battle 
in the harbour of Eckemforde, in which a Danish attack was 
repulsed. The Duke was in command of the German forces on 
this occasion, and has given an interesting narrative of the fight, 
from which there is only space to quote the following description of 
the blowing up of a Danish man-of-war: “ Suddenly several cannons 
on board went off, and soon a frightful explosion resounded, and a 
mighty pillar of fire shot up to the sky. Wood and pieces of iron, 
the ruins of a ship, as well as guns and pieces of ordnance, flew into the 
air like balls, and the next moment the shore and the swelling sea were 
covered with them. It was a wonder that of all the people surrounding 
the harbour and looking on at tho sight, not a single one was killed, 
'rhousands of tongues of flame lighted tho moving scene ; glowing 
cannon balls strewed the shore, side by side with burning beatns and 
all kinds of things. Exploding grenades burst and thundered, and 
cartridges went off. When the noise began to subside, we could hear 
the terrible cries of the men for help, as they fought the last fight 
of that fearful day with the waves.” 

Some other successes followed, but the fair prospects for tlie Schles¬ 
wig-Holstein cause, with which the war had opened, were soon cloirded 
over. The Prussian Government, which siipplied tho greater part of 
tho Confederate contingent, could not be brought to consent to ener¬ 
getic action through dread of llussia, which was threatening to 
intervene on the Danish side. 

An attack on the Danish fortress of Frederica was disastrously 
repulsed, and immediately afterwards the King of Prussia hastened 
to conclude an armistice by which Schleswig was to be occupied con¬ 
jointly by Danish and Prussian forces, and the rest of the German 
troops were to be withdrawn. This agreement was regarded through¬ 
out Germany as a humiliating surrender; a feeling fully shared in 
by Duke Ernest, whose military exploits had won him general 
popularity. 

The King of Denmark began to treat Schleswig as a conquered 
province, and the Prussian army of occupation offered no opposition 
to his wishes. 

He refused to use the title of Duke of Schleswig, and was evidently 
determined to treat the Duchy as part of Denmark. 

Holstein still retained its independence under the provisional 



The TVestminster Review, 


696 

Government, but its position was very precarious, and it could not 
hope to hold its own, if liostilities were renewed, without German aid. 

Many remonstrances wen* addressed to the King of Prussia on the 
state of affairs his action had brought about, but he w^as too much 
afraid of llussia to take any other course, and in 1850 the armistice 
was succeeded by a treaty of peace, professedly on the basis of the 
stat\{£ qm ante bdlmn. This practically surrendered everything to 
the King of Denmark, as it provided for the enforcement of his 
hereditary rights in the .Duchies, without any security for their pri¬ 
vileges, and also ordered the withdrawal of the Prussian troops from 
tSchleswig, while the Danish army was free to remain there. 

The Holstein Government refused to accept the treaty, and main¬ 
tained a gallant struggle for some time single-handed. Being, how¬ 
ever, deserted by the German princes they were forced to succumb. 

^riie Prussian king was not even content with abandoning the 
cause of the Duchies, but took upon himself the task of Confederate 
execution in Holstein, to enforce the terms of the treaty. “ The 
brave army was dissolved, and the country, tied hand and foot, given 
over to the revenge of the Danes.” 

No impression surely can be produced by this, melancholy narra¬ 
tive on the mind of any one who believes, as most Englishmen do, 
that nations have a right to choose their own government, but that 
the Danes were in the wrong. 

The only part of the duchies where the population was Danish 
and desired incorporation with .Denmark was the northern portion of 
Schleswig, and it is evident that tliis might easily have been sepa¬ 
rated from the German districts if the Danes would have consented. 

It showed, then, that great ignorance must have prevailed on the 
question when we find that even at this period public feeling in 
England was on the Danish side, and was expressed in a much more 
efiusive form of sympathy with Denmark when the struggle was 
renevred fourteen years later. No doubt at the latter period an in¬ 
justice was done to Denmark by the placing of the Danish popula¬ 
tion of Northern Schleswig under German rule, but this was a not 
altogether unmerited retribution for the wrong which had been pre¬ 
viously done to the much more numerous German population of 
Southern Schleswig and Holstein. It must, however, be admitted 
that tlie disgraceful way in which Prussia had abandoned the 
cause of the Duchies in 1850 afforded good reasons for attributing 
her action in 1864 to merely selfish motives of aggrandizement, and 
certainly no justification can be pleaded for her conduct in swallowing 
up Danes and Germans alike as she then did. 

Before the final close- of the Schleswig-Holstein war, events in 
Germany had already taken a course which showed that all hope of 
uyStit^ai unity at that time was but a dream. 
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The new union under Prussian leadership was entered into by 
most of the North German States, but the great southern kingdoms 
of Bavaria and Wurtemburg held aloof, while Austria, which, by the 
suppression of the Hungarian revolution was enabled to take up her 
old position as the champion of reaction, was openly hostile. 

The Parliament of the Confederacy met at Erfurt in the early 
part of 1850, and in a short session drew up the draft of a Con¬ 
stitution. 

A congress of the Princes of the Union followed, summoned 
mainly by the exertions of the Duke of Coburg, and held at first at 
Gotha, in his own dominions, but afterwards transferred to Berlin. 

There really seemed to be a good prospect of success for the new 
union, and tlie King of Prussia for the first time seemed really to be 
likely to fulfil the expectations entertained of him by the party of 
German unity. 

Austria, however, persisted in her attitude of detennined hostility, 
and se(!med disposed to resort even to arms to maintain the old sys¬ 
tem of the Confederate Diet which had existed from 1815 to 1848, 
and which had practically enabled her to give the law to Germany. 

She declared the new Confederation to be a broach of the consti¬ 
tution of the Gennanic body, and summoned a meeting of her allies, 
chief among whom was Bavaria, at Frankfort, which, though merely 
a sectional gathering, arrogated to itself the functions of the old 
Di('t. 

A dispute about the electorate of Hesse brought matters to a 
crisis. 

i\; The Elector of that State had been involved in a dispute with his 
subjects in consequence of his having attempted to levy taxes on liis 
solo authority. He had been obliged to take flight, and had invok('d 
the aid of the Frankfort Diet. As might be expected from a body 
so entirely under Christian influence, it was ready enough to help a 
prince against his people, and Bavarian troops were ordered to bo 
sent to restore the Elector’s authority. 

As Hesse was a member of the new union, and as the conduct of 
the Elector was an entire violation of the Constitution drawn up at 
Erfurt, it was felt by all the States of the Confederacy that tlie inter¬ 
ference of Bavaria was not to be tolerated. 

Prussian troops surrounded Hesse, and war seemed imminent. It 
was evident that Austria would come to the help of her Bavarian 
ally, and a struggle between her and Prussia was universally ex¬ 
pected, and almost desired by many, in the hopes that a decisive 
Prussian mutiny woxdd secure the freedom and union of Germany. 

Again, however, the King of Prussia showed how futile were all 
expectations based on the assumption of his firmness of purpose.* 

He withdrew from the Union, of which he was the head, and of 
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course its dissoluti«)n followed, to the regret of all German patriots, 
and especially of Duke Ernest, who had done so much to bring about 
its formation. , 

At this peinod of disappointment and humiliation the author brings 
the present portion of his memoirs to a somewhat abru|)t termination, 
but no doubt with the intention of continuing them in the future. 

The style of his narrative cannot be said to be lively, and those 
who look for light matters of a personal kind will not find much to 
suit tJieir taste. He may, too, be charged, to some extent, with the 
fault to which writers of his class are particularly liable, of alluding 
to facts and circumstances without fully explaining them, and taking 
for granted more knowledge than the reader possesses. 

However, his work is certainly one of great value to the student 
of the important period of which it treats, and it may be hoped that 
further instalments of it will add considerably to our information 
about more recent portions of German history. 



HOME AFFAIRS. 


The Autumn sittings .of Parliament began with an uneventful 
fortnight, devoted almost exclusively to Supply. And it is unfor¬ 
tunately necessary to write when the fight on the Government 
]>roposal to give another five millions without security to Lord 
Ashbourne’s scheme of Land Purchase in Ireland, is only partially 
developed. Hence it is hardly possible to deal with this last 
important matter as one would wish. At the same time, the month 
has not been without matter of interest. It includes Mr. Gladstone’s 
descent upon Birmingham, which alone would distinguish the X)olitical 
record of November 1888. Of this .wonderful enterprise something 
detailed must be said. But first as to the general situation. This is 
decidedly better for such as ourselves, who favour the views of the 
popular party in Ireland. About that we can have no doubt. 
Proof absolute can be given: witness, for instance, the municipal 
elections and the issue of the contest at Dewsbury. But apart from 
thfjse things, there is what is equally important—that indefinable 
something in the air which says, not loss emphatically, that things 
are going well. And this, though we have had four weeks of the 
I’iirnell-T^irfic.'j Commission, and have seen the great twin brethren of 
the Unionist Alliance—the Prime Minister dc facto and the Prime 
hlinister de jure —sitting together at the table of the Irish Non¬ 
conformist ministers. Something, no doubt, is due to the Birming¬ 
ham campaign, and to the readiness with which the Government 
challenge concerning the extension of Lord Ashbourne’s Act was 
taken up. At any rate, the Home Rule party of both sections is in 
good heart, and though the day of triumph for them and for Ireland 
may be postponed somewhat by the new tactics of the Unionists, 
there is ground for increasing confidence that the next General 
Election will assuredly bring it within certain calculation. 

Writing last month, we made an effort to expose the manoeuvres 
upon which the Unionists were entering under tibe direction of Lord 
Hartington. We see now with more clearness what these man¬ 
oeuvres portend. Mr. Gladstone put the matter bluntly when he said 
of the Bill to keep alive the Ashbourrye scheme, that it was intended 
to withdraw the subject of Irish Land Purchase from the cognisance 
of Parliament for two or three years more. The Chancellor of the 
Exchequer, following Mr. Gladstone, observed, indeed, that the 



700 The Weshninster Review. * 

Government did not consider they had redeemed their pledges by the 
intnxluction of this Bill. We did not, howe^^er, say when these 
phidges w'ould bo taken up. As a matter of fact, the pledges of the 
Unionist party in regard to Ireland have been thrown to the winds. 
They are much more interested in the law of self-preserfation than 
in the principles which they laid before the electors in 1886. No 
tlonbt tlieii- difliculties ai*o great. It seems to be admitted, even by 
the Ministerialists—if wo read aright the first night’s debate on tho 
Ashbourne Act Kxtension Bill—that to deal comprehensively with 
Land Ihirchaso involves the prior creation of some intermediate 
authority to stand between the State and the tenant. And if thoi'o 
is less agreement as to tho precise nature of this authority, it is rather 
because the Tories do not like to think that it must be tho county 
board, to be brought into existence by a scheme of Local Government 
for Ireland, than because they see their way to substitute any otlior 
kind of authority. It is clear that once recognition were made of 
the absolute necessity of the county board for the proper execution 
of a comprehensive scheme of Land Purchase, a project of local 
government must be first forthcoming. Everybody is not prepared 
t^.put tho cart before the horse like Mr. Chamberlain. Bui in any 
ipase tho Government is in a dilemma. The Unionist party would 
not bear the strain which must arise from an attempt to deal with 
-either question. It is a disagreeable choice to say on which horn 
;;you will sit, and the disposition to shy at both alternatives is 
natural if it is not veiy courageous. The heroic person would no 
doubt avoid the difiiculty by promptly taking the animal by bolJi 
horns. But we do not expect anything of this sort from the, 
Salisbmy-Hartington League. It does what is easiest and strik(;s 
where it may. It is to this that the mighty combination, which 
includes most of tho great I'arliamontary names of our time, and 
which counts a normal majority of between eighty and ninety in 
the House of Commons alone, is reduced. A more contemptible rOlc 
was never assumed by a great political party. 

A policy of postponing all dangerous questions is the natural 
resource of a feeble Government. It may, however, have a temporary 
success, and we may as well reckon with the fact. If it is persisted in 
—we fancy there may be a change—there is no very clear means of 
bringing the life of this Parliament to an end for three or four 
years. The dodge is sufficiently transparent, and indeed it is 
openly avow'ed. Lord Eandolph Churchill, who not long ago insisted 
upon the production next year of a scheme of Local Government for 
Ireland, is now for filling the interval between this and the autumn 
of 1892 by the execution of Lord Beaconsfield’s abortive pro¬ 
gramme of “ sanitation.” Lord Randolph finds that his chance of 
returning to office lies only in saying smooth things—^the smoother 
the better—so that he has again become the humble servant of 
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the Grovemment. And the First Lord of the Treasury told us the 
other day, when he threw over until next Session everything but the 
extension of Lord Ashbourne’s scheme and the Employers’ Liability 
Bill, that these rejected measures—the Tithes Bill, the Bill for 
constituti% a Board of Agriculture, &c.—would form the pro¬ 
gramme of next session, with a Local GovemmerU BUI for Scotland. 
To digress for a moment, we may recall here the fact that this last 
measure was announced at Inverness last month by the Marquis of 
Hartington, who assumes more and more the responsibility of direct¬ 
ing the Government. And it is of course understood that next 
Session will see the completion of Mr. Bitchie’s famous Bill to this 
extent—that we shall witness the formation of the district or suboi> 
dinate county authorities below the county boards now about to' be 
elected in England and Wales. We are to have, as we said last 
month in this place, “ a Session of rest.” And this is the prospect 
for a succession of years. We are ourselves no advocates for legisla¬ 
tion for the mere sake of giving Parliament something to do. On 
the contrary, we have often insisted that Parliament undertakes too 
much. To-day, however, the case is different. Ireland can hardly afford 
to wait while the Unionists are composing their differences. Tim 
country is bleeding to death; and the interval may bring disasligfc- 
It is this contingency that wo Liberals, who are ‘also Home Kulei|^ 
have to face. Thei^' are ways and means of compelling ParliiP- 
ment to do its duty. At any rate, there are ways and means 
which the defaulters can be brought face to face with certain, 
punishment. And if we cannot achieve the first, wo ought to see ttj, 
it that there shall be no escape from the second. 

The passing of the Ashbourne Act Extension Bill will not help 
the Government over-much. It will please their Irish henchmen— 
and the Duke of Abercom is no doubt well satisfied with his brother’s 
colleagues in the Cabinet. To sell now when the English Treasury 
ofiers gold, is clearly better than to run the risk of payment in the 
bonds of Mr. Chamberlain’s Land Bank. And of course Ulster will 
again appropriate the vast proportion of the funds allotted to the 
scheme. Details as to the distribution of the previous five millions 
given to Ashbourne’s Act are still wanted, but it is clear that so far 
Ulster has made about five applications to one from Connaught, and 
that the actual advances have been immensely out of propor¬ 
tion as between the two provinces. The result is to show that 
purchase, so far as it has gone under the Act, has not relieved the 
districts where the pressure is greatest. Mr. Gladstone’s alter¬ 
native, on the other hand, would relieve these districts. It is 
probable, as Lord Hartington says, that the cutting of arrears on the 
plan followed under the Scotch Crofters’ Act, would not go to the 
extent of the concessions made by extremely generous landlords. Un¬ 
fortunately these extremely generous peraons are not found in Ireland 
VoL. 130 .—No. 6. zz 
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in larger degree than elsewhere, and what we want is that there 
shall he some equitable dealing with arrears apart from the kindly 
ilisposition or othcrwiso of the landowners. In the majority of 
cases the wiping but of one-third or one-half of the arrears would 
be a substantial relief. It cannot bo too strongly insisted that 
since the Crofters’ Act was passed, the Irish have been absolutely 
entitled to this relief. We take it that this is an indisputable 
proposition. What then is the sense of postponing the dealing with 
arreai-s, which would mitigate immediately the conditions that tell 
against good govex-nment, in order to continue an admittedly tem¬ 
porary and ineffective scheme of Land Purchase, the effect of which 
must of necessity only show itself after a long interval ? Only a 
“ Liberal ” of the genre of Mr. Goschen could answer this question. 
It ought, perhaps, to be said that the Government do not absolutely 
refuse to deal with arrears. They have renewed their offer of Mr. 
Chamberlain’s plan, but although challenged to carry it out, they do 
not seem to be keen on it. The responsibility of withholding a boon, 
which is admittedly much desired and is pregnant with great possi¬ 
bilities, must accordingly rest with the Unionist party. 

As to the policy of Lord Ashbourne’s Act itself much might be 
said. It is clearly full of dangers to the English Treasury, and Mr. 
Dillon has not failed to give us warning. But we must leave the 
examination of these and other matters for another occasion. It is 
some consolation to find that the determination of the Government to 
keep alive the Ashbourne Act has killed, for this year at any rate, 
Lord Salisbury’s very obnoxious Tithes Bills. Nothing else in the 
way of legislation can be attempted until next Session. If the 
Employers’ Liability Bill gets through, it [will be by the goodwill 
and active assistance of the Opposition, 'who are much more friendly 
to it than their opponents who introduced it. As to the Excise Bill, 
which would give life to the Wheel and Van Tax, it is doomed in 
advance. Mr. Goschen has struggled gamely enough to save his 
child, but his Tory friends are very much divided upon this subject; 
and it is understood that after a sham fight on the second reading, 
the clauses referring to the tax will be carefully eliminated from the 
Bill. Thus will the Chancellor of the Exchequer save his character 
with “ the country party,” and at the same time preserve his own 
self-esteem. One other thing seems to issue from the Autumn 
sitting so far as it has gone. The Government have no present 
intention to disturb the compromise on tiie Education Question. 
The Vice-President of the Council, though he declared that he spoke 
for himself, was so emphatic in reprobating the suspicion that the 
Government were in league with those of the Education Commission 
who signed the majority report, that it is not too much to suppose 
he was “ inspired.” Clearly the Government cannot adopt certain of 
the leading recommendations of the majority of the Commission 
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without oiFending Mr. Chamberlain and his family. And this is 
perhaps enough to keep Ministers out of a palpable blunder. 

The Birmingham campaign has been so much discussed that it is 
hardly possible to say anything new concerning it. It had from 
first to last an ovenvhelming success. We speak, of course, of 
the personal aspect of it. Nobody doubts that there are Unionists in 
Birmingham, yet they hardly made themselves known during Mr. 
'Gladstone’s visit, although the right hon. gentleman was brought 
face to face with 18,000 persons in Bingley Hall. It was the same 
in his frequent passages through the streets, and especially in the 
now famous drive through “ the Black Country.” Everywhere the 
Liberal leader found an enthusiastic ■welcome. We are quite ready 
to admit that this may not prove more than that the Unionists of the 
Midlands behaved as gentlemen. But wo certainly look for political 
results of the highest import;anco as the fruit of the visit. The 
good seed has been sown by the master hand, and from the way in 
which it was absorbed there is reason to think that it did not all fall 
on stony places. It is perhaps as well that Mr. Gladstone followed 
inst(‘ad of preceded the municipal elections, or we might have been 
told that the failure of the Gladstonian candidates on tliat occasion 
was directly traceable to the presence of the right hon. gentleman. 
The remarkable energy and vitality of tho Liberal chief at 70—his 
birthday occurs next month—are naturally matter of much congratu¬ 
lation with those who look to him for great service in tho future. 
To some people who make another calculation they, no doubt, give 
equal concern. And it is interesting to notice how tho veteran, 
spit(‘ of intense preoccupations, continues to advance on the lines of 
popular freedom. His formal adhesion to the principle of “ one man, 
one vote,” and his allusions to the obstructive character of the 
Septennial Act, and to the desirableness of making arrangements 
which will lead to the increase of the number of working men in 
Parliament, are sufficient indication of “ growth.” Upon tho great 
controversy of the time he said little that was ne'w. In the course 
of a scathing criticism of Irish administration he hinted that wo had 
not heard the last of the Mitchelstown massacre, and produced certain 
damaging photographs which have acted upon Mr. Balfour as a 
red rag on a bull. Lord Hartington's Ulster speeches, with the 
Randolphian refrain, “ Ulster will fight and Ulster will be 
right,” were examined with equal effect. It was shown how 
the Whigs are opposing the traditional policy of their party, 
and the picture of the noble Marquis as a firebrand, ready 
to light afresh the embers of religious animosities, led up to 
some thwacking blows at the pretensions of the Ulster Ijoyalists to 
control British policy in regard to Ireland. Mr. Gladstone had 
read the Address then to be presented in the week following 
to the Prime Minister and Lord Hartington by the Nonconformist 
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ministers of Ireland, and lie made mucli excellent capital out of it. It 
was su'^gested in the Address that the English Nonconformists were 
ir.competent judges in regard to Ireland, mainly because of the lack 
of local knowledge; but if local knowledge is to decide the question, 
it is clear, as Mr. Gladstone very felicitously pointed out, that the 
fate of Ireland is in the hands of the Nationalist majority. Tho 
pleas of the Irish Nonconformists were indeed of the nature which 
would restore tho Protestant ascendency, buried finally in 1868. 
But it is impossible to go over the great tract of ground covered by 
Mr. Gladstone in his various speeches. He had the advantage of 
finding himself at Bingley Hall surrounded by all his party lieu¬ 
tenants, with the possible exception of Lord Granville. Most of 
these gentlemen were also present at the meetings of the National 
l^iberal Federation. It is the annual practice of this body to 
formulate the party piogramrae, and at Birmingham this function 
was observed with uncommon fulness. To Liberals of our own 
type who look with suspicion upon the undue extension of party 
action, the number of “ planks ” in the latest edition of the party 
“ platform ” is almost appalling. We confess we could have spared 
not a few of them. One would like to know much more as to tho 
direction in which certain questions are to be pushed, before giving 
them approval. For instance, we find it stated that it is necessary 
at the earliest possible moment to deal wdth tho question of ground 
rents and of mining royalties. The Trades’ Congress recently declared 
for the nationalization of these values, in order, forsooth, to relievo 
taxation. Is this the aim of the National Liberal Federation? 
Again, information would be welcome as to the suggested measures 
for tho better housing of the working-classes. It is no doubt con¬ 
venient not to define too soon; but, on the other hand, there is 
great danger in the heedless inclusion in the party programme of 
schemes which have not been carefully matured, and the ultimate 
drift of which is not fully apprehended. 

The banquet at the Hdtel M6tropole, at which the Nonconformist 
ministers of Ireland pted the Prime Minister and Lord Hartington, 
was not an impressive function. There could be little sympathy 
between the ministers and the master of Hatfield. In most things 
they are at opposite poles, and Lord Salisbury could not put sufficient 
curb on his natural arrogance to prevent him telling his hearers that 
their claim to the name of Nonconformists was absurd. We were 
asked to believe, by the same notoriously veracious orator, that of 
990 mmisters of the Free Churches in Ireland, only eight are Home 
Bulers. Yet it was admitted that the Address offered to the guests 
of the evening did not contain more than 864 signatures. The 
balance is accounted for in the pretty suggestion that these ministers, 
on being asked to sign, were not opposed to the views which found 
expression in the Address, but shied at putting their names to a 
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political document. This is a little too much for our credulity, even 
if it were backed by the Tory Moderator of the General Assembly of 
Irish Presbyterians. And as to the further suggestion that the 
ministers who signed the Address spoke for their flocks, and that 
tiierefore there was throughout Ireland a vast amount of opinion 
which “ looks with teiTor at the insanity ” of Mr. Gladstone—this is 
the language which Lord Salisbury uses before Irish Nonconformists 
—^the question may be put, why does not this vast amount of opinion 
show itself at the polls ? Certainly it is not to bo found in the 
figures recorded for the Unionist candidates who opposed the Par- 
nellites in 1886, neither does it manifest itself in the frequent bye- 
selections which happen in constituencies held by the Nationalists. 
These are never contested, and it is consequently idle to talk of ‘a 
vast body of opinion hostile to Mr. Gladstone among the scattered 
Protestant communities outside Ulster. The attitude of the majority 
of the ministers of the Free Churches of Ireland was exposed by Lord 
Hartington when he declared that, the Protestant ascendency being 
dead, they “ did not wish to establish a system of government under 
which the vast preponderance of power would be placed in the hands of 
another religious denomination—a denomination in which the priest¬ 
hood exercise an enormous power, and which might have the result of 
re-establishing a religious ascendency in the place of that happily 
terminated.” Here wo have the situation in a nutshell. The 
Moderator and his brethren are afraid of the Pope. Hence the 
banquet at the H6tel M^tropole. But wo cannot congratulate Lord 
Hartington upon the attempt to show that he is no firebrand. He 
repeated the incitements which we heard at Belfast, and having done 
this he calmly put it to the Gladstonians whether the forces of the 
Crown were to be used for the reduction of the North. The answer 
can be given, but as we do not believe in the iX)Ssiblo necessity 
we will also put a question: “ What would Lord Hartington have 
done if the Anglican clergy in Ireland had risen in rebellion upon the 
disestablishment of their Church in 1868 ? ” In the last case the 
rebels would at any rate have been fighting for something actual— 
the Ascendency existed; in the other, they would fight against a 
mere possibility, in itself prohibited by the Imperial Parliament. 

The Kwes-Pamell Commission can hardly be made matter of com¬ 
ment while it is sitting. So far the most important witness has been 
Captain O’Shea, formerly a member of Parliament, and long an inti¬ 
mate friend of Mr. Parnell. For reasons which were not exposed. 
Captain O’Shea has broken with the Irish leader, but he distinctly 
■afi&nned that there was no ground for suggesting that the latter was a 
party to crime. The witness gave afresh his version of the negotia¬ 
tions which led up to the “ Kilmainham Treaty,” mentioning that 
Mr. Parnell desired to keep Brennan in prison as being a person who 
was likely to afiect prejudicially the eflbrts that were to be made to 



The Westminster Review. 


706 

suppress boycotting and outrages. He gave it as his opinion, too, 
that the famous Tinie£ lettci*s were really in the handwriting of Mr. 
Parnell, but he did not of course speak as an expert. One other 
int(i resting thing was revealed by the gallant captain—that Mr. Cham¬ 
berlain, having received a letter from the editor of the Times, per¬ 
suaded him to offer this evidence ! Apart from this single witness, 
the Court has heard little going directly to the questions at issue. 
We have had all the horrors of “ the Terror ” retold by the relatives of 
the victims, and in one or two cases by informers. The attempt 
has been made to connect the branches of the Land League with the 
crimes committed in their several districts, but so far the connection, 
of the accused with these crimes seems to be founded merely on the 
fact that they delivered speeches in advance of the outrages. The 
Commission promises to last many months, and already the Ib:'esident 
has given more than oue hint to the Tvme£ counsel to get to the 
more pregnant points of their case. It should be said tliat Mr. 
Davitt has, at his own request, been made a party, although the 
Attorney-General declares that he—the founder of the Land League— 
had little to do with its earlier operations. 

As to affairs in Ireland, there is happily little to record. But 
what there is is significant. Keny has been the most lawless of 
Irish counties, and in Keny—mainly through the hostility of the 
Homan Catholic bishop of Killarncy—the Leaguers have not had 
anything like a foothold. But the desire to put a stop to outrages 
of the more terrible sort, has led Mr. O’Brien to introduce the Plan 
of Campaign into Kerry. It has been put into force against Lord 
Kenmare, who has long been at feud with his tenantry. The police 
did their utmost to check Mr. O'Brien. Orders were sent from 
Dublin that on no account must the Plan be allowed to rear its head 
in Kerry. And we actually find Colonel Turner, the divisional magis¬ 
trate, promising by letter that he will use his influence in the interest 
of a certain tenant if he will not join the combination. A more re¬ 
markable correspondence has not been read since Sir M. Hicks- 
Beach’s letters to Lord Clanricarde were published. It is, however, 
understood that the great body of Lord Kenmare’s tenantry have 
paid in their rents (less the reduction demanded) to the trustees under 
the Plan. Mr. J. D. Sheehan, M.P., was an-ested and thrown into- 
prison on suspicion of collecting the rents, and being liberated on 
bail, ho was again arrested and thrown into prison for calling “ Boo 
for Balfour.” Mr. O’Kelly, M.P., whose offence was that of advising 
the people to ignore the “ Star Chamber ” Courts, had some success 
in his appeal, for the Chairman of Quarter Sessions not only re¬ 
duced his sentence by one-half—to two months—but made him a 
first-class misdemeanant; and what is more important, declared that 
his language was frequently used by English members of Parliament 
without fear oi proseoution. What have the Unionist Liberals- to say 
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to this? The friends of “resolute government” have had to 
witness the release of Mr. W. K. Kedmond, M.P., in advance of the 
expiration of his sentence. Mr. Eedmond had lost weight, and he 
was released unconditionally ! Of course, there have been evictions, 
and the death of James Dunne, a tenant of Captain Singleton, of 
Ardeo, who died five hours after being turned out of his home, has 
resulted in a verdict of manslaughter against the agents of the Crown. 
Meantime, wo hear that the difficulty of letting derelict farms is 
being overcome at Coolgreaney by the importation of Ulster Protes¬ 
tants. And, finally, let it be said that those excellent persons, the 
Protestant Unionist Churchmen in the Synod of the diocese of 
Dublin, have ejected Professor Galbraith from his position of clerical 
secretary to the Synod, because he happens to be a Horae Ruler. 

The International Labour Congress recently held in London was 
better and worse than might have been expected. The Continental 
Socialists who attended put themselves under great restraint, and 
there wore few extravagant outbursts, while it is certain that these 
gentlemen must have learnt not a little of the working of our laws 
dealing with trade combinations, as well as of the nature and opera¬ 
tions of the Trades Societies themselves. Ptr coyitra, it was again 
made clear that there is really no common ground of action possible 
to the English workman and to the foreigner. The former has 
already won his liberty; the latter is further from it than his 
English brethren were in the pre-lVades Union days. And it makes 
matters worse that there is between the two no great difference in 
intellectual status. The foreigners who assembled in Newman 
Street the other day were nearly all of them men of marked ability. 
It is natural enough that they should chafe at their condition, and 
especially at the legislative obstacles put in their way. It seems to 
us that their first duty ought to be to seek the removal of these im¬ 
pediments. But they want to achieve at a blow, a thing which tho 
best of our English artisans have not yet accomplished. An eight 
hours’ working day backed by legislative sanctions is yet to bo estab¬ 
lished in free England. For ourselves, we do not wish to see it. 
We are for allowing all male adult labour to make its own bargain 
with the employer, and wo fail to find the grinding tyranny 
of overtime which is paid for as “time and a half,” and is 
at the option of tho workman. Yet it is obvious that overtime 
must go before we can come to an eight hours’ working day. 
And this is the one thing which will prevent it. We look 
forward with much curiosity to the plibiscite- which is to be 
taken in the Spring among the English Trades Unions on this 
question. We cannot believe that the best of our artisans will 
recklessly reduce their opportunities of earning. It is idle to suppose 
that wages will be the same for eight hours a day as for ten hours; 
or that there will be the substantial pecuniary results of overtime 
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when, overtime is not made. The Continental Socialists no doubt 
think differently, but they also may have a rude awakening. They 
have excuse for their aim in this, that their hours of work are terribly 
long, lliat their pay is proportionately much less than that of our 
own w orkmen, and that they have not tasted the sweets of “ time- 
and a half,” Upon one point the Newman Street Congress took an 
important decision, since the resolution of sympathy passed with the 
Gei-man working men (who found it impossible under their laws to 
send delegates) distinctly commits our own artisans to a physical 
protest wlien the opportunity serves. It is innocent enough in a 
w'ay, since the opportunity for action is not likely to arise ; but wo 
cannot help regretting that the English delegates did not here also 
refuse to vote with the foreigners. To encourage the German 
Socialists to a forcible attack upon the institutions of the Empire is 
doing them rather an ill service. 

We are promised a new programme of shipbuilding for the Navy 
which, according to roxKirt, is to include as many as twenty fast 
cruisers, and to involve us in an additional expenditure of several 
millions annually for a series of years. As matter of course, the Naval 
reformers will find it all insufficient. 

It is painful to have to add another to the record of undiscovered 
honors recently perpetrated in the East-End of London—and one 
more ghastly than all those which have gone before. The ]x»lice 
seem altogether at fault in their efforts to unravel the mysteiy of 
these crimes, though, in the circtunstances, too much ought not to 
be expected of them. 

The resignation of Sir C. Warren is not a matter over which we 
are disposed to rejoice. We would rather—much rather—it had 
been his master, the Home Secretary, since, whatever faults are to bo 
attributed to the late Chief Commissioner, there can be no doubt 
that his policy was directed by those who are higher placed. 



IITDEPEIfDEIfT SECTION. 

{^Under the above title a limited portion of The Wkstmikstek Revikiv U ocecttionalljf 
set apart for the reception of able Arti^, ickich, though harmonizing with tlie general 
egnrit ana aims of the Review, mag eonlam opinione at variaiwe wuh the partieular 
ideas or measures it advocates. The object of the Editors in intromwing this 
department is tofacilitate the expression of ojnnion by writers of high mental power and 
culture, who, trhile they are zealous friends of freedom and progress, yet differ widdy, 
on, special points of great practical concern, both from the Eilitors and from 
each other.1 


MISS CHAPMAN’S MARRIAGE REFORM. 

A CRITICISM. 


“ No apology is required for an attempt in the direction of pnblicly 
ventilating a subject of supremo importance to society which has 
latterly engaged individual thought to a far greater extent than is 

commonly supposed.Whatever may be the case W'i1,h the 

mass.... there is an increasing minority who occupy themselves 
increasingly with this particular problem of the evolution of marriage.” 

It is because I am thoroughly convinced of the truth of these 
prefatory sentences in Elizabeth Rachel Chapman’s “ Marriage 
Rejection and Marriage Reform,” ‘ that I call attention to some 
points in the article which I believe to be erroneous and dangerously 
misleading. 

Miss Chapman divides the above “ increasing minority ” into two 
classes: first, those who have abandoned all respect for marriage ; 
second, those who are profoundly dissatisfied with the institution as it 
exists at present, but who desire to purify and to reform—not to 
abolish it. Of both divisions, she says, that their rupture with the 
“ traditional conceptions of the institution has its roots in a noble 
discontent, and is, in the main, indicative, not of anarchy and 
disorder, but of progress towards a higher form of monogamic 

union.Will the deliberate verdict of the future,” she 

asks, “ be given in favour of marriage rejection or of marriage 
reform ? ” 

She belongs herself to the second class, whose position she farther 
defines thus: “ Tliey are unalterably fixed in their resolve to allow 

1 Wesxmikstbb Review, September 1888. 
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no tampering with the principle of legal marriage—that is, with 
the solemn official ratification by the State of the life-choice of 
every man and woman whom, in the present, impulse or interest— 
in tlie future, as they trust, ever more and more Love only—have 
joined together.” 

On my first perusal of this passage I momentarily imagined that 
Miss Chapman's exiierienco had brought her a conviction, the reverse 
of my pwn, in reference to marriages formed by impulse or interest— 
viz., that, such unions, for the most part, eventuate in love and the 
mutual happiness of husband and wife. Further consideration, how¬ 
ever, showed mo that she is not speaking of the future of individual 
cases, but of the future of the world's history ; and her faith is in 
a sc'i’ies of progressive changes that will gradually diminish the 
number of unions formed by impulse and interest, and vastly increase 
those created- by “ Love only.” 

Such a faith must be supremely pleasurable; and, recognising the 
W'ritcr of the article as a woman of somewhat logical mind and 
evolutional doctrine, one looks eagerly and hopefully for the basis of 
In r belief—^hor catalogue of such social forces as she ^rccives to bo 
working, under natural law, towards this desired end. To my mind, 
there are an ever-increasing number of forces in society that, 
springing from individual sources of varied character, combine to 
create two main movements set in the right direction, that of dis¬ 
crediting and abolishing marriage that is false in favour of marriage 
relatively true. 

First, the vast movement that daily frees woman in one direction 
or another from some of the innumerable disabilities entailed upon 
h(‘r in the process of race development from barbarism to civilisation. 
This movement—embracing a variety of minor movements, such as 
those for the higher education of woman; for her industrial training; 
for her economic independence, and equality with man; for her legal 
rights and l^arliamentary enfranchisement—makes undoubtedly for 
alteration in the institution t)f marriage. It is clear that woman 
possessed of economic independence is relieved from any social 
necessity for enduring sexual dependence, and inevitably will assert 
her freedom by conformity to her own ideal of the sex-relation, 
whatever that may be; and I agree with Miss Chapman when she 
says the essence, the secret and kernel of our present discontent 
with marriage, is “ a quickened allegiance to the only true sanctifier 
of the supreme human union—Love ; it is a ripening reverence for 
the vivifying and ennobling spirit of the life-tie between man and 
woman .... it is a fresh effort of travailing humanity away from 
lower forms." 

Second, there is another movement in societj^ embracing what- 

of giving to each partner in the union a social position as 
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precisely aimilar to the other’s as natural differences permit, which 
makes also for the desired future when the life-choice of man and 
woman will be the outcome of “ Love only ” j and ‘in this connection 
the agitation for facility of di'vorco seems to me a factor of stringent 
necessity and predominant importance. For observe, unless mis¬ 
taken marriages can bo rectified and the victims released from a 
false and hypocritical position, there arc forces of reproduction, 
heredity, and training that must necessarily move in lines of direct 
opposition to our desired end—the creation of a young generation 
capable of spontaneously forming life-unions of ideal perfection. 

“ Surely nothing can bo woi’se for tlnr morals of children,” Mrs. 
Lynn Lynton remarks, “ than to bring tliem up in an atmosphere 
of dissension, of mutual hatred, of mutual recriminations, and 
disrespect between fatlier and mother, where, too, they aro forced to 
take sides and be partisans ”; ^ and I submit that, apart from the 
acutely vital question of inherited discordant physical, mental, and 
moi’al elements of character, so long as homes of children answer¬ 
ing to the above description exist in any numbtn*, w'e arci bound to 
expect the continual reappearance throughout society of an anti-social, 
whimsical, Lmpulsiv<', irrational typo of humanity liable to form 
hasty, ill-assorted, degrading marriages; and have no rigid- to cherish 
an unconditional faith in a future replete with whole-hearted and 
satisfiictory unions. 

But do T not nusap]wohond Miss Chapman ? Can it be literally 
the case that her forecast is independeirt of an initial stage in which 
society will deal gently with beniglited ones whoso footsteps have 
strayed from ignorance ; and will meet, in the benign att it ude of 
redemption, their despairing appeal: “Oh! Cod is cruel! Why 
does lie let. us bind ourselves when we don’t know—w'hen wo can’t 
know ? Why does Ho let the feeling grew, and cheat us into the 
fancy that it’s the noblest and the most beautiful ” ? * by deliberately 
breaking the legal bond and restoring to an erring humanity that 
relative freedom which is the essential condition of growth in love 
and every other ennobling quality of civilised human nature ? 

Miss Chapman’s first observation on divorce is a disparaging 
allusion to Mr. Herbert Spencer’s views—that the marriage of tho 
future, or whatever may be its equivalent, will not merely arise out 
of affection, but will cease when affection ceases. “The higher 
sentiments accompanying union of tho sexes,’’ says Mr. Spencer, 
may “ be expected to develop still more,” and facilities for divorco 
will bring about changed conditions under which divorco will bo less 
frequently desired. If Mr. Spencer bo correct, says Miss Cliapman, 
“ Love is on the high-road to being formally endowed with the birth¬ 
right of his wings,” and “ we are to be consoled with the reflection 

i » The Philosophy of Marriage Universal ;?et.tew, September 1888. 

* 3’Ae Honourable, liy Justin McCarthy and Mrs. Campbell Praed. 
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that by the time this state of things is reached, other changes will 
have taken place whicli will minimize its dangers. Ill-assorted 
unions, we are presumably to understand, will seldom take place; 
conjugal tragedies will be of less frequent ocourrence; permanent 
marriage will be a habit, and a tender loyalty an instinct. 

Jn strangely inconsequent fashion she adds “ all this may bo 
true,’’ and immediately informs us that there are signs of reaction 
against the “ divorce mania ” ; that the truth is being forced u]^^)on 
us tliat divorce means the relief of the few at the ex])ense of the 
well-being of the many—the comfort of individuals through the 
“ sacrifice of the State ” ; that it is “ madness ” to resort to legal 
remedies for ills (and apparently unhappy marriage is one) which 
only the gi’adual education of the race to nobler conceptions of its 
sex-relations can legitimately remove; that while this education 
proceeds individuals must suffer; that such is the “ ineludible law' 
of progress ”; finally, she cheers us with the prospect that when 
men and w'omen are accustomed to regard marriage as indissoluble 
the sum of misery may probably be less; that in the compara¬ 
tively rare loveless unions of the superior future the few will have 
altruism enough to acquiesce in their personal privations rather than 
risk the stability of the “ sacrament of marriage ”; and, wdth profound 
approval, she quotes from Tolstoi, as the w'atchword of the future : 
“ ‘ Let every man have one wife and every woman one husband. No 
libertinage and no divorce.’ ” 

Space does not permit, otherwise these propositions—an imposing 
array—would be contested one by one; but the point for us at 
present is that they clearly show Miss Chapman’s maraage Utopia 
is to be reached without recourse to the expedient of divorce, 
w'ithout any relaxing of the pressure of a bond that ruins the 
lives of thousands, drives many men into libertinism, galls the 
neck and sours the temper of many women, and, above all, 
creates nurseries and forcing-houses for every unwholesome social 
weed—the selfish instincts, the emotions of fear and anger, the 
jealousy, hatred and malice that we are so eager to see the race 
outlive and supplant! She desires, in short, that, whatever the 
domestic strain, uncongenial marriage be not dissolved. Let society 
cherish in its bosom innumerable centres or sources of anti-social 
feeling, from w'hich will spring, to permeate the new generation, 
discordant elements of character and conductr^.,^de of forces set in 
the wrong direction, and capable of irnm^seljlf- retarding, if not 
altogether checking, the education, which shb*^t) ^Complacently anti¬ 
cipates, of the race to nobler conceptions and higher forms of 
associated life. 

Those of us whose thinking is evolutional will surely recognise 
that on this point as opposed to Miss Chapman, Mrs. Lynn Lynton 
is in the right. I quote her words, endorsing them, for my own 
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part, as true to my experience of the present condition of things, 
and loyal to my ideal of a worthier and better future. “ It is 
simple superstition which keeps a man or woman joined to ... . 

a hopeless drunkard, to a maniac, to a gambler.When the 

essential meaning of marriage and the good of the family are lost, 
the form may well go; divorce is a better state of things than 
domestic unhappiness, wherein the passions have it all their own 
way, and the dignity of human nature is lost in the turmoil of 
dissension .... honest divorce is a better state of things than 
judicial separation, which is a senseless and ofttimes cruel compro¬ 
mise .... divorce should be given when for any cause the marriage 
is a distinct and insupportable failure, and the well-being of the 
children is at stake.” * 

Returning to Miss Chapman’s article, and placing “ out of 
court,” as she desires, all that tends to facilitate divorce, we again 
inquire what are the conditions and what the forces to which she 
looks for the rapid education of the race to nobler conceptions of 
its sex-relations, to a pure monogamy in theory and practice ? 

That new ideals exist and are beginning to lay hold of the public 
mind she perceives, and, strange to say, she candidly attributes this 
in great measure to authors—^Mr. Pearson, Mrs. Caird, Mias Schreiner, 
and others—whom she classifies as “ marriage rejectors,” and whose 
method she abhors and condemns; although she fully recognises the 
moral worth of the authors, calling Miss Schreiner, indeed, “a 
writer whoso moral intuitions are literally poignant in their reality 
and intensity; with whom justice is a passion and pity a kind of 
possession, and truth as the breath of life.” 

Now, conceding for the moment to Miss Chapman that the methods 
she condemns are wrong, we naturally demand what is Iwr method; 
but the reply we gather f rcili i he article is of the vaguest—the most 
indefinite. It almost drives one to opine that the race’s progress is 
to be as frankly unconditional as her own airy faith in the sublime 
future which it is ultimately to reach, anyhow or nohow! Our 
school, she seems to say, is impatient of efiete laws; but the law that 
may chain—through life unto death—a noble man or woman to a 
drunkard, a maniac, a gambler, is not effete. In society’s best 
interests, not to risk the stability of the sacrament of marriage, let 
there be no breaking of this bond ; not even although, to society’s 
detriment, the n^fi%.;i^sult in children whose birthright is the strain 
of the drunkard, a^aniac, the gambler. 

Her school, shie father enlightens us, feels repugnance for obso¬ 
lescent customs,” such as wife-purchase, husband-purchase, the 
marrying for money or position; the spectacle of a poor noble 
presenting himself to a wealthy coal-owner or brewer, and saying to 
him ; “ Sell me your daughter or your ward, and I will sell you my 
* “ The Philosopbj of Ifartiage : ” Univertal Seview, September 1888. 
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title and position ”; the spectacle of beautiful girls .... crying in 
our market-places: “My beauty in exchange for a name or a fortune,” 
and so on. Whether the feelings of this school are wholly confined 
to the upper classes does not appear ; but no practical method of 
reform is expounded or hinted at that so much as touches tlie deep 
itnderlying causes—organic, economic, social—that throughout the 
length and breadtli of the land create necessity for, and in many 
cases deplorably justify, commercial marriage. What she tells us, 
too, of youths and maidens being separated in the nursery, the 
schoolroom, almost from the cradle to the grave, so as to give a sense 
of aloofness and lead to the rash formation of “ snatch ” unions, is 
likewise only a class evil; and nothing is said of the reverse position 
amongst the masses—^the close-pent proximity, not separation, that 
works havoc in social purity and renders simply impossible a standard 
of living compatible with ennobling and elevated sex-i’elations. 

J\liss Chapman tilts a little at what she calls “ irrelevant ecclesias¬ 
tical pretensions.” 8he expresses indignation that the priest should 
relegate one of the “ contracting parties, whose lives he is joining, 
to a position of acknowledged inferiority, of perpetual nonage, and 
of humiliating subjection.” Waxing bold, she finally states, of her 
school, that it sternly rejects a service which in the name of Cod, 
Religion, Church, affixes the seal of sanctity to the despotic rule of 
the man, while it affixes the stigma of slavery for evermore on the. 
brow of the woman. Tho words obedience, submission, reverence, 
subjection, should be banished from the marriage service. 

So much, and alas! how little it seems, for collective action in 
the direction of reform; but a different question now arises. Is 
Miss Chapman individualistic in her conceptions ? Does she see 
that, while society suffers all manner of positive ills from the low 
forms of marriage everywhere consummated, there is also an incalcu¬ 
lable amount of loss—^thc negative form^of evil—arising from failure 
of individuals to practically realize their own higher ideals in con¬ 
sequence of some one or other of the disastrous social obstacles that 
traverse or obstruct the path • to elevation of life ? Courage from 
within is perhaps the energizing principle to which she looks. Let 
those, she may think, who are children of the age, inasmuch as they 
have risen to the higher conception of marriage—“ a noble and equal 
fellowship of hearts; a life-union based upon love ”—strike out an 
independent course for themselves j not tampering with institutions 
that doubtlessly support tho weak-kneed, but calmly ignoring them, 
and witnessing, in the eyes of a doubting world, to the fact that the 
moral fibre of a select few in this nineteenth century is equal to a 
free and voluntary monogamy—the holding firmly together through 
life unto death of beings whose union is fellowship of heart and 
soul. 

Such action, if rightly motived, must assuredly make for social 
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progress when carefully guarded from misunderstanding; and the 
non-legal marriage of George Eliot and George H. Lewes—a con¬ 
spicuous case in point—was so guarded by the entire spirit and tone 
of the former’s priceless work. No one who, by study of that work, 
gets into touch with George Eliot’s inner life, could detect incon¬ 
sistency between her conduct and thought. She was no rejector of 
marriage, neither did she “ disparage the legal bond,” but she con¬ 
sidered that the bond should represent relations that are true, not 
false. If A and B are outwardly united by a legal bond that is, in 
fact, a mere legal fiction, whilst B is inwardly united to C by that 
fellowship of heart which is the essential element—^the very soul—of 
true marriage, a standard of conduct absolutely moral and not simply 
conventional demands readjustment in order that tho outward bo 
made conformable with the inward position. And this ethic, obsc'rve, 
is not founded on narrow pi*emises, but on wide considerations of thi^ 
best interests of society as a whole. A social stimcture to bo firm, 
solid, pure^ and elevated, must be based upon human happiness and 
reared in accordance with principles of truth. 

But this problem of happiness is, for us, alas! often overwhelm¬ 
ingly complex and puzzling, by reason of individual frailty, of 
obsolescent custom, of the huge crop of barbarona instincts, of 
mean, dastardly, brutal, anti-social, anti-human feelings that wo are 
carrying forward year by year to jar the music of our own inner lives 
and clog the wheels of social progress at every turn. 

Tho A, B, C case seems simple enough. Surely truth -would be 
magnified and the sum of human happiness increased by B and (• 
openly uniting their lives, leaving A free to form some new tie as 
liappy and truthful as theirs ? But what if A should be a man or 
woman of predominant anti-social quality? One, perhaps, wdiose. 
keenest enjoyment is a malicious, satisfaction in thwarting the happi¬ 
ness of B and C ? Are the latter justified, even in so extreme a 
case, in trampling upon A’s wishes, however base ? AVhat will they 
accomplish, in the best interests of society and general happiness, 
if they act independently of the lower nature, not winning A to 
agreement in what is best, but exciting resentment, stirring up in 
his bosom malignant forces, that lay comparatively latent there, 
but are capable of powerful action tending to social disorder and 
miseiy ? 

Again, if the union of A and B—^though no more than a 
legal fiction so far as love is concerned—has resulted in childbirth, 
the problem is further complicated; and it is precisely in the treat¬ 
ment of this element that the interests of society are most at stake, 
and the personal decision may trench upon the vital springs of 
national well-being. It by no means follows that A and B ought to 
keep together; but it does follow that the most pressing moral con¬ 
sideration in the problem, for A, B, and 0 alike, is in relation to 
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the child or children. They have to see to it that in an intricate 
and critical social position they act as rational beings, choosing of 
evils that which is the least, and minimizing to the best of tWr 
ability the offences that must needs come. 

Now, is law a sure ethical guide in such questions of conduct ? 

• Alas! no. Law is primitive in origin, and often so primitive in 
character as to be out of all fitness to the needs of a rational, 
civilised race, in the midst of a complex associated life. But to 
overstep law is to court penalties in some form, and the suffering 
entailed must be subtracted from the sum of happiness likely to be 
attained by action independent of law. Such action requires a rare 
combination of personal qualities, not merely enlightenment of mind 
but moral fibre of the finest and strongest. When these, however, 
exist, and the decisive step is the deliberate outcome of ripe reason, 
no greater boon from a progressive ethical standpoint could be con¬ 
ferred on society than the spectacle of a permanent union—without 
outward coercion—of two noble lives making |>ersistently for social 
order, purity, and happiness, and rendering patent to intelligent 
minds the direction which legal reform should take to lessen the 
burdens of life for those who follow after. 

George Eliot’s union with Mr. Lewes was distinctly of this order. 
If we use the A, B, C of our hypothetical case, the first Mrs. Lewes 
(A) was separated from her husband in all save the legal bond 
when life’s chances brought 0 into contact with B. The gradual 
growth of fellowship of heart between C and B was no outrage on 
the happiness of A, but the legal tie between B and A could not bo 
legally severed so as to make way for a legal bond uniting B with C. 
There were children of the first union, and the interests of these 
were conscientiously considered and admirably secured by the non- 
legal union of B and C. The penalty of being “ cut off,” as 0 ex¬ 
pressed it, “ from the world ”—^the conventional world, whose ethical 
standard was lower than her own—was sweetly borne. “It was 
never a trial to me,” she says, “ and I think I love none of my 
fellow-creatures the less for it ” :* whilst, in this courageous action 
as in the whole literary expression of her life, she has won the moral 
approbation of minds that are striving to ig)prehend social questions 
and adjust the external position to the inward needs of a progressive 
social morality. 

That Miss Chapman’s mind is one of these I am bound to believe; 
but on turning to her article I find, on page 375 of the Westminster 
Eeview, a complete travesty of facts, not plainly outspoken, but sub- 
tilely and, I cannot but think, unworthily suggested. 

A picture is there drawn of persons who, deeming themselves 
courageous pioneers, have on principle eschewed marriage; but fall 
a prey to doubt, to remorse, to suffering that is not the “ hallowed 
' ‘ 1 Zffe of George EUot, vol. ii. p. 294. 
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suffering of tlie martyr to truth ”; and finally make confession of 
error, and pronounce their experiment a failure. In reference to 
this, she says: “ The above may not be in every respect an accurate 
picture of the mental experience of the great'novelist .... but 
we are probably justified in inferring that, in outline .... it 
represents something not far from the truth.” On the contrary, it 
represents, when applied to the great novelist’s case, sometlung 
entirely false. George Eliot did not, on principle, eschew marriage; 
the absence of legal bond in her first marriage-union arose from an 
impediment to the obtaining of the legal bond; the union was no 
failure; she was a prey neither to doubt nor remorse, and her second 
marriage was in no sense a confession of error, but perfectly harmo¬ 
nious with her ethical ijrinciplea and the jjrevious actions of her life. 
What jMiss Chapman reads “ between the linos of the Life ” appears 
simply the outcome of her own bias—a bias antagonistic to practical 
measures that are at variance with ordinary rule, and in favour of 
lofty ideals to which she airily points without revealing their tangible 
basis or distinctly showing the various paths of action that may 
gradually lead up to their realisation. 

A veiy able and thoughtful writer has lately said : “ According to 
Carlyle’s parody, reform is not joyous, but grievous ; and that far- 
reaching reconstruction of society which the thoughtful begin to 
plan and prelude, and the hasty to propose to accomplish without 
plan or prelude—this cannot be brought about without travail, and 
birth-pang, and long peril of misadventure.”' In this classification 
of social reformers Miss Chapman belongs to—the hasty; and be¬ 
cause I am in sympathy with her aspirations for marriage-reform— 
a future in which the life-choice of every man and woman will be 
that of “ Love only,” I strongly deprecate her being misttdcen for 
a guide on the path of progress, or prophetic seer of the future 
evolution of marriage. 

Jane Hume Clapperton. 

> John M. Robertson : " Christianity as a Historic Cause," in October nuoiiicr of 
Our Corner Magazine. 
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THE REVIVAL OF ENGLISH 
AGRICULTURE. 


a nation stakes its existence upon its success in becoming, 
and retaining the position of, a gigantic shopkeeper, it begins to 
sutler under one or two disadvantages. In the first place, its citizens 
lose somewhat of their pristine sturdiness and independence, and are 
apt to regard unduly the pleasure of their customers, becoming 
timid, not to say servile, in their dealings with them. That is, 
however, but a small matter for the economist, and in the woi’ds of 
tlio philosopher of old, “ bolongetli not to this inquiry.” Vet it may 
bo alluded to in this place Jis w'orthy of the atkmtion of the politician, 
or of the patriot. There are other consequences which strike the 
student of commercial economics even more forcibly. For a shop¬ 
keeper must suit the taste of his customers; he must attract them 
by low prices and unparalleled reductions; when attracted ho must 
keep them from th(> clutch('s of the rivul establishment; he must 
undersell the shop across the road; and must in very truth carry 
out the teaching of the wise men who told him to buy in the 
cheapest market and sell in the dearest. Xow if he cannot do all 
these things he must fail; his customers will go away, and his shop 
will be left desolate, with much good merchandise therein which the 
fickle popular taste no longer I’egardswith favourable eyes. Or even 
if our shopkeeper is fairly successful, there are many trying periods 
of depression to bo undergone, and much skill and ingenuity to bo 
wasted in efforts to make the purchaser buy that of which he has no 
need at a price which must mean ruin to somebody—that somebody 
been usually the unfortunate workman. In fact, existence depends 
upon ability to find out what your customers need, or, what seem.s 
^much the same thing but brings disaster in the end, upon your 
ability to make them buy what they need not. 

Such a position is that into which England seems to-day to be 
driitiug. We boast to be the workshop of the world, and stake our 
economic existence upon maintaining the position, not of the best, 
but of the cheapest workman. But that such a position is desirable 
in the fiiture interests of a nation, is a proposition that cannot be 
maintained with any real success. It position tliat leaves us at 
the'TEiaercy of the chances of Continental or American diplomacy, and 
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unfits us for maintaining a dignified and independent attitude amid 
the disputes of international politics. It is a position also which 
renders us as a nation peculiarly liable to those dislocations of 
industry, or periods of trade depression, which result, as has been 
recently pointed out, largely from mistaken calculations on the part 
of those ‘‘captains of indxTStry” whose raison d’ilrc is their ability 
to interpret the changing wants and requests of the great modern 
market, which is the civilized world itself. A failure in their 
calculations, a slight mistake as to how long the demand for a 
particular class of goods will last, or as to the number of those 
who demand them, results inevitably in a glut of tho mai'ket, 
in a case of “over-production,” which is as inevitably followed 
by a period of depression, occasionally eiilivtmed by desperate 
struggles on tin* -[jart of the manufacturer to sell his goods at any 
co.st. ^Vitll such a huge field as tho modem international market, 
it is not to 1)0 wondered at that such mistakes are by no means rare. 
[nd(M*d, even with all our modem invtmtions and appliances for 
gaining informal.ion, the wonder rallnu* is, that these miscalculations 
do Jiot occur niort' frequonlly. With a .steady and well-established 
and well-uiulci'st nod home-market, such mistakes, though they occur, 
ar(‘ com])arutively rare. Labour can adjust itself to alt(*red conditions 
more easily; can transfer itself from one portioii of the home-market 
to another more readily, ajid can compensate itself in various ways. 
The “ captain of iiulustry ” has less chance of making great mistakes; 
or will'll made he can rectify them wdth h'ss loss. Hr.) can undei^- 
stand the complications of the commercial fabric more thoroughly, 
and supply with greater accuracy its various needs. 

The drift, of tho above is evident. It is intended to show that, in 
attacliing so nuicli im|)orfanco to her foreign trade and to her success in 
siqqilying foreign markets with tho goods they an* su])posod to need, 
England has forgotton tho imjiortance of her homo-traile, and the 
necessity of prcseiwing it in a nomial and healthy condition. “ A 
])ouiulof home-trade,” as has been said by a high authority, “ is more 
significant to manufacturing industry than thirty shillings or two 
|X)unds of foreign.” But that our home-trade is in a normal and 
healthy condition few people will be prepared to maintain. Not only 
do wc hear on all sides of long-continued, yiensistent deyiression, but 
we actually find tho consumption of the country decreasing. In his 
evidence before the Commission on Industrial Depression (1885), Sir 
James Caird asserted that the loss in the purchasing power of the 
classes engaged in agp-iculture, or amnected therewith, amounted in 
1885, in a year too in which the harvest was.sliglitiy above the 
average, to no less than £42,800,000. And tho loss in several of the 
preceding yearn must no doubt have been equal to, or even greater 
than, this. Now this loss in -the purchasing power of a class, which 
not only represents and hallways represented the main portion of 
the home-trade, but which even now, after all our manufacturing 
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progress, is still one of the largest industrial classes in the community, 
must give rise to serious considerations in the mind of an economic 
student. And there are other facts, which make him still more 
uneasy. They are statistics which ai*e available to every one, but 
which very few seem to be aware of, still less to understand. Not 
only has the purchasing power of the agricultural classes declined 
considerably, but the number of their class, actually and also in 
proportion to the rest of the population, has considerably decreased, 
without any corresponding increase in the numbers of the other 
productive element in our population, the manufacturing class. A 
cojisiderablo element in our economic welfare is disappearing, and 
nothing appears to replace it. 

Let us look back a century or so. Let us look at the population 
of Kngland before the Industrial llevolution transformed so much of 
our smiling pastoral land into the grimy abode of never-ceasing 
machinery. In 1709 Arthur Young {Northern Tomr^ iv.) estimated 
that out of a total population of 8,500,000, the agricultural class, 
“farmers (whether freeholders or leaseholders), their servants and 
laboui’ors,” numbered no less than 2,800,000—i.c., over one-fourth of 
the whole population. The number of those engaged in manufactures 
of all kinds, he puts at 3,000,000, but as Toynbee remarks, this 
number is probably too high. Possibly Young may have made an 
error owing to the fact that, under the domestic system, agricultural 
and manufacturing industries were often combined in the same house¬ 
hold. But his figures are substantially correct, and from them we 
see that those actually engaged in productive work formed nearly 
three-quarters of the whole population, while to-day, as the census of 
1881 shows, the ratio of actual producers to the whole population is 
only that of 1 to 4'44. 

Now let us see the numbers of the agricultural classes to-day. 
The total number of males and females engaged in agricultural and 
food production is only 1,337,333 ; not half the actual numbers so 
engaged a hundred years previously, while the proportion has sunk 
from 1 person in 4 to only 1 in 25 engaged in agriculture. I'he 
number of those engaged in textile trades, and in manufacturing 
clothing and articles of dross, which correspond to the manufactures 
spoken of by Young, is only 1,783,257 ; the proportion has sunk 
probably almost in the same ratio as in the case of agriculture. It 
is true that 2,718,054 of our vastly increased population are employed 
in other manufactures, some of which are of recent development, 
but even then the proportion of our manufacturing population of all 
kinds is only (roughly! 1 in 8, instead of 3, or at least 2, in 8, in 
Arthur Young’s time. So it is evident that, strange as it may seem, 
neither our agricultural nor our manufacturing classes have increased, 
but have actually diminished, with our enormous increase in popula¬ 
tion. The classes that have increased the most are the dealers, 
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exchangers, distributee—t.e., shopkeepers; the domestic class; 
and the “ unproductive” or “ unoccupied” classes, which last now 
number 14,786,875 out of a population of 26,974,439. 

The above figures are unsatisfactory enough, but it is to their 
bearing upon agricultural as related to manufacturing depression' 
that we wish to call attention. The remedy may be left till later on. 
It will be advisable to connect with the figures showing the decrease 
of the numbers of the agricultural classes, those also which show a 
consequent decrease in the extent of arable land under cultivation 
in England. More particularly we must notice the decrease in the 
acreage of wheat. Going back only so far as 1870, we find that the 
acreage of arable land in Great Britain and Ireland was 24,075,000 
acres; of permanent pasture 22,225,000 acres. Ten years later, in 
1881, the proportions had varied considerably: only 22,878,000 
acres were devoted to crops of grain: while 24,768,000 acres 
were permanent pasture, of which 14,676,000 acres were in Great 
Britain. In 1885, this number (in Great Britain) had risen 
to 15,342,478 acres; in 1886, to 15,535,003 acres; and in 1887 to 
15,671,000 acres; and the process does not seem to have stopped. 
This conversion of arable into pasture land, of course, means less 
employment of labour, and helps us to understand how the numbers 
of the agricultural class have declined. 

Now let us take the decrease in the wheat acreage. The average 
area under wheat in the period 1853-60 was 4,092,160 acres. It 
had declined to an average of 2,509,055 in the period 1884-87. 
Indeed, this average is higher than the agricultural returns of 1885, 
which give only 2,478,318 acres under wheat in Great Britain, as 
against 2,890,244 acres in 1879; while in 1887 wo had only 
2,317,324 acres under wheat. 

A writer in the Qmrterly Review for April 1887, estimates the 
decrease in the area under wheat at no less than 25 per cent, since 
1876. In Ireland also, in 1887, the acreage of corn crops was less 
by 28.503 acres; the acreage of wheat having gone down 2186 
acres since 1886. Naturally these figures find their echo in the 
accounts of our imports of wheat. From 1853-60, says Sir J. B. 
Lawes, in the Times for October 17, 1887, " nearly three-fourths of the 
aggregate amount of wheat consumed in the United Kingdom was 
of home-growth, and little more than one-fourth was derived from 
foreign sources.” But from 1879-86 “ little more than one-third 
has been provided by home crops and nearly two-thirds by imports.” 
For instance, in 1885, though the harvest was slightly over the 
average, we had to import 61,498,864 cwts. of wheat and wheat 
flour to supply the deficiencies of our home production. 

The natural and inevitable result of this decline in the acreage 
of arable, and especially wheat-growing, land is seen in the small 
number of agricultural labourers. Their number now is utterly in- 
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sufficient, even with the aid of machineiy, to cultivate the land pro¬ 
fitably. In Knfrland and Wales there are 27,579,000 acres of culti¬ 
vated land, out of a total of 37,239,351 acres, and yet there are little 
more than one million labourers to these 27 millions of acres : one 
man to .27 acres. Kven including the large proportion of pasture 
land, this numbfu* is totally inadequate for proper cull ivation of the 
soil. The decline in agriculture, which threw so many labourers out 
of (‘mployme.nt, resicts upon itself and makes our agriculture, deprived 
of the necessary labour, more unprofitable than ever. 

Tin's decline in agriculture has begun to be felt in a way hitherto 
unnoticc‘d by the manufacturers. At first it mattered not. 'Jhe 
polilical economists taught them that England had only to supply 
the world with manufactures, and the world would repay her in corn 
and food. The agricultural capital of the country could turn to 
manufactures. America and Kussia and India could supply us 
with all the food we needed. Why should we trouble to grow it for 
ourselves ? This reasoning was due to .an overstr.ained deduction 
from the undoubtedly true principles of the free-traders. It was 
supposed, and to a certain extent the supposition w'as right, that 
each nation was peculiarly fitted for a certain industry: llussia and 
America were to grow the com for the manufacturing countries, 
England was to supjdy the world with cotton goods, coals, mid iron¬ 
ware ; Belgium to furnish woollen cloth, France to manufacture silk. 
Free competition, under free trade principles, would soon cause us to 
discover what countries w’ere specially fitted to perform their various 
parts in the gi’eat scheme of international commerce. Division of 
labour and specialization of industiy was the motto of the econo¬ 
mists of a bj'gono age : wo are now reaping the fruits of their 
teaching. The decline of agriculture has gone on unheeded, for the 
manufacturers hoped for everything from foreign markets, and 
seemed to imagine that England had a monopoly of the world’s 
manufacturing industries. So far from having a monopoly wo have 
only had a start, and are now-being overtaken by other nations, who 
have naturally and quite excusably profited by our mistakes, and 
learned progress from our improvements. Now our manufacturers, 
finding that in the international market they have to compete, and 
compete somet imes unsuccessfully, with foreign rivals, are beginning 
to feel the serious loss which has befallen them in the home-market. 
A whole class of their customers has disappeared : their purchasing 
power has declined £4-8,000,000 in one year, and this must represent 
the cessation of a once important demand. The numbers of the un¬ 
productive and unemployed classes have largely increased; the poor- 
rate is by no means light; a large number of consumers are unable 
to pnrehase what is produced, and the old cry of “ over-production ” 
once more sounds plaintively in our ears. Thousands of miles of 
cloth, l^^uced, and no buyer to bo found; thousands of bushels of 
foreign wheat selling under cost price, and still no one to buy this 
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cheap bread. Yet all the while we have 1,347,000 paupers, ill-fed 
and ill-clothed, and thousands more whose daily straggle for a miser¬ 
able existence among the depths of degraded humanity, is a satanic 
jest upon the name of life. Have the great manufacturers and 
captains of industry, the gigantic ci'oators of all these unsaleable 
imoducts, ever considered while they pay their workmen|g||jbe lowest 
rate of a com]ictitivo wage, and for this pittance obtain a wealtJi of 
production before undreamed of—have they considered who after all 
is going to buy the goods thus produced ? You may produce as 
cheaply as you i^ossibly can, but of what avail are low prices to those 
tliat have no money at all ? You may offer imported corn at a cost 
that compared with high prices of former days seems merely nominal, 
but when you liave thus taken away their means of livelihood how 
are the workers to buy it ? The manufactun*rs and theoretic (econo¬ 
mists have not heeded the decay of agricultun*, and now the decline 
of so important a hicfor i}i our economic existence, the loss of so 
large a portion of the homo-market, is bi'gininng to make itself felt. 

But to what, it may be asked, is this decline due ? The neglect 
of agricultural interests by another class cannot entirely account for 
this falling off, though it may have aided the decay when once begun. 

Sonu' of the causes indeed are too obvious to rc(piire more than a 
casual mention. Such are the suddtm o]iening of the granaries of 
America and Australia combined with a succession of bad harvests 
that rendered im])oi-ted food necessary. Influences like these were 
bound to cans(‘ a shock to any industry, especially to one that had 
felt the insidious security of J’rotection. But there were other causes 
which lie beneath the .surface, and which show the influence of 
theories rather than of untoward facta. 

T’hcre are two theories, notably, which have bcMui insisted npon for 
generations by economists who have not taken the trouble to verify 
them by facta, though occasionally they have been known to qualify 
them by guarded admissions. Both theories are little better than 
pernicious nonsense, and possess only the merit of misguided 
ingenuity. I refer to Ricardo’s theory of rent, and the law 
of diminishing returns. The former is simply absurd ; the latter is 
based upon a misconception. To take the second theory first. 
“ ’I’lie eldc'r Mill,” says the well-known author of Work ami Wages^ 
“ endorsed the dismal and absurd theorem of Ricardo, that the pro¬ 
duction of food was obtained only in diminishing quantities by in¬ 
creased labour, and his son insisted upon it with pious zeal.” With 
equally pious zeal the present generation of economic writers supjmrt 
and illustrate it. I have before me a handbook of Political Economy, 
the latest published (May 1888), in which the writer, a young Oxford 
man, states the law in these words : “ There is an industry in which 
the difficulties attending the production of raw material are very 
visible. They restrict, or will restrict, the supply of bread-stuff, for 
in agriculture each fresh application of labour and capital is attended 
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with ever-decreasing results.Every advance in agricultural 

chemistry, and every economy in the organization of labour in fai’m- 
ing, tends to diminish* the terrible effect of this great law. Unfor¬ 
tunately, however, at present these are but few in number.” The 
writer then goes on to explain “ why the effect of this has not been 
felt recently in England,” and attributes our temporary salval ion to 
the large imports of foreign com. When, however, the growth of 
population in the corn-producing countries has caused them to reserve 
all their produce for home consumption, “ our lot will be pitiable 
indeed, since, with a larger population, wo shall be thrown back upon 
our own soil for support.” 

It is pernicious absurdity such as this that has caused the decay of 
English farming to be regarded as inevitable. It is no use, we are 
told, to apply fresh labour and capital to our fields, for we shall only 
get an ever-deCreasiug return. This is the nonsense talked at a time 
when our fields have only one man on the average to cultivate twenty- 
seven acres, and when good land that has gone out of cultivation is 
only waiting for labour and capital to make it productive. But oven 
as it is, the yield of wheat on our diminished acreage Inas increased 
rather than diminished. As we noticed before, tho wheat acreage of 
the United Kingdom in 1853-60, consisting of 4,092,160 acri‘s, gave an 
average yield of 27*8 bushels per acre. Ilie avorjige yield in the 
period 1884-87 on 2,509,055 acres was, in good years, 29'4 bushels 
per acre, which, allowing for good harvests, shows an increase of from 
1 to 2 bushels. But what shall wo say when we come to examples of 
farming in v'hich the amount of labour and capital spent upon tho 
land would utterly astonish the theoretical economist ? The farms of 
Mr. Paget in Nottinghamshire, and of Mr. Stansfiold in the West 
Biding of Yorkshire, have yielded from 46 to 56 bushels per aero as 
an average. ’ Or again, take examples from another branch of 
agriculture. Under the system of “ mlU maratcMrc ” in France, M. 
Ponce has produced the most astonishing results from a piece of 
ground of only 2‘7 acres. But then he put into it a “ dose ” of 
capital which would to the economist seem ridiculously extravagant. 
He spent £1136 in necessary outlay for irrigation, implements, and 
requisite appliances. As a result, he gets from it an annual income 
of £800, which, after deducting £100 for rent and taxes, and £570 
(including £100 for manure) as annual working expenses, leaves him 
a mai’gin of profit of £130 per annum— i.e.y £48 per acre ; which 
represents a return to capital of nearly 11^ per cent, per annum. 
Besides this, soil is made to such an extent that 250 cubic yards of 
loam have to be sold every year. (See “ The Coming Eeignof Plenty,” 
in the NineteerUh Cmtury for June 1888). This land is devoted to 
znarke^gardening. But that far higher results may be obtained 
even in wheat growing than is commonly supposed is evident from 
• ' v* Agriculture,” Id £!RCj|rc^ .Srift. (latest edition). 
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the fact that in Gnemsey the average crop of wheat is 32 bushels 
per acre, and in the three years, 1845, ’46, and '47, the highest averages 
reached were no less than 76, 80, and 72 bushels per aero respect¬ 
ively. In England the highest average since 1837 has only been 32 
bushels, and Sir J. Caird puts the ordinary average at 26J bushels. 

Surely it must be possible for the English farmer to do better 
than this. But the pernicious effect of economic absurdity has 
made itself felt in a reluctance to put too much capital into the 
land ; and this, combined with another cause, the frequent payment 
of rent in late years out of capital, has resulted in our fields receiving 
utterly inadequate supplies of the necessary capital and labour. 
The- fact is, that far from having too much capital we have too little, 
a fact which I have poinh'd out in a letter to the Economist of April 28, 
1888, where I showed that the average capital emijloyed in English 
agriculture was only between £4 and £5 per acre. My calculation 
coincides with the remark made by Professor Thorold Rogers recently, 
that “ agricultural capital had fidlen, ten yeara and more ago, to 
.€I or £5 an acre, when the minimum necessary was £10.” Pour 
or livii pounds an acre can hardly bo expected to produce adequate 
results. Even among the small tenantry of Flanders £8 per acre is, 
according to de ijaveh‘ye, almost the least amount with which a 
tenant enters ui>on his possession ; and it is often raised to £16 
before the expii’ation of his lease. As a result ho obtains, from a 
soil that is so poor that wdieat is not usually much grown, an average 
(at any rate in the Waes district) of from 32 to 36 bushels of wheat 
])er acre. 

In short, I trust that a consideration of the above facts will make 
it abundantly ch‘ar that so far from the law of diminishing returns 
operating at present in England or elsewhere, the contrary is the 
case, and that a fresh application of capital and labour to agri¬ 
culture would result in a vastly increased productivity. We must, 
however, now pass on to a consideration of the harmful efiect which 
the Ricardian theory of rent has had upon British agriculture. 

Seventy years ago Ricardo propounded his famous theory of rent, 
wherein he stated that rent depended upon price. “ As the acquisition 
of the means of existence becomes more difficult its*price increases, and 
with it rents increase. Then, it is alleged, recourse is had to inferior 
soils, that is, to less profitable cultivation, and the tendency of rent is 
again upwards. The only check to this all-absorbing rent is improve¬ 
ment in the art of agriculture, which tends to lower rent—a statement 
which makes it manifest that Ricardo believed rent to be the resultant 
of price.” Professor Rogers has been at some pains to disprove this 
theory, and devoted recently part of an address before the Bradford 
Statistical Society to its discussion. He pointed out that in the 
Stuart period of English history the price of wheat was on an average 
41«. a quarter; the rent of some of the best arable land in England 
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vras Sa?. Gr7. to 6 s. per acre. Tlio same land now pays SCs, 8 <^. an 
acre, while of course the jjrrsont piico of wheat is 06 s. or even less 
per quarter. Hence r«*nt depends evidently only in a secondary 
degree on the price' of agricultural products. Nor again can it be 
shown, as a matter of fact, that farmers have ever, under pressure 
of scarcity, resorted to inferior lands—i.c., to land which yields less 
profit on outlay than land already under cultivation. For to do so 
would simply mean that if a man cannot make fairly productive 
land pay, he will waste his capital and labour on still worse 
land. 1 ’he cultivation of apparently unproductive land must depend 
largely u}x>n the agricultural advancement of the time. 

I’rofessor Thorold Rogers concludes, as the result of his unequalled 
invesl igation into the history of agriculture in England, that price 
has very little to do with rent, and that, as a matter of fact, it is 
paid out of profits. For, assuming that a farmcT know.s his calling 
—which is not invariably the case—and that ho is diligent in pur¬ 
suing it; that he keejis accounts, which i.s a rare thing, and mis- 
liketh him much, and that he has an ad(‘qnate capital in tillage, 
which as the rule is not the qJiae at present in I'higland, then 
naturally “ the rent which he can pay afU'v all his (‘xpenses are met 
and his capital is unimpaired, is anything over .and above the 
reasonable profit which he has a riglit to expect, from his calling. It 
is because his skill has inci'eased and hi,s ]irofit.s have inci'('a.sed with 
his skill, that land which 200 years ago paid only o/i. Gt/. per acre 
now pays 38s. 6d.” 

Since profit causes rents, and it is not price that causi's it, rents 
should be lowered as profits fall. The enorinous rise in rents in the 
last 200 years, a process which is only now being stopped, has 
sw'allowed up most of the fanners’ profits, and they liave had to pay 
the rent out of capital, a system of which th(> results ■were paitially 
concealed by the fact that farmers liave not systematically kept 
accounts, and which was continued owing to the loss (of 10 or 15 
per cent.) involved in getting out of agricultural holdings. Tli (3 
landowner, too, has been aided in his attempts to obtain a continually 
increasing rent, by the economic dictum which assured him that 
“ rent does not fonn a jjart of the price of agricultural produce ; or, 
in other words, that agricultural produce w'ould be no cheaper if aU 
rents were remitted.” 

This absurd proposition could only bo conceived by economists 
who had not taken the trouble to understand the circumstances 
attending the supply of agricultural produce to this country. The 
proposition is proved in this way : the price of agricultural produce 
is determined by the margin of cultivation, and it must be such as 
to remunerate the capital and labour expended in tilling some of the 
worst land in cultivation which pays no rent. If prices were less, 
this fand would cease to be cultivated, and the margin of cultivation 
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would contract. But this cannot take place because the demand for 
agricultural produce would not be diminished by the remission of 
rents, and as much produce would bo required as before; and it is 
this demand that determines the position of the margin of cultivation. 
Now this reasoning is vitiated by the assumption that the supply of 
agricultural produce is so limited that the demand will always be 
sufficient to ensure a remunerative price, and that this price will always 
and everywhere repay the farmer. Its artificial character is manifest 
to any one who considers the facts. The supply of corn and agricul¬ 
tural produce at present exceeds the demand for it, and the farmers 
of America and Europe are competing to supply wheat at the lowest 
possible price. The vast increase of English and American population 
has not by any means overtaken its means of subsistence ; indeed, 
it may safely be assorted that it will not do so for generations to 
come. 

The demand, therefore, has not increased the price? of agricultural 
produce, but that price lias been reduced by an increased jiroduction. 
Tlie result is that the British farmer, handicapped by a high rent, 
is unable to grow corn at the low rates of a competitive market, in 
which his competitors have little or no rent to iiay. He, at any 
rate, and we sujipose he ought to know something about so practical 
a question, always incliuh's rent and taxes in the cost of ])rodnction. 
In the estimates of growing wheat obtained by the Mark Law. 
Express in 1885, we observe that out of 200 returns, only a dozen 
put the. rent at less than £1 per acre, though 87 out of the 40 
English counties were represented. S(‘veral charg»?d for rent over 
£2 an acre, and some much higher amounts, llents are probably, 
indeed certainly, rather lower now. ^J’ithe rent-charge varied from 
a few pence? to I0.s‘. an acre, the aveitige being a little over 4,?. 
Kates and taxes ranged from Ls. 'Id. to ILs. in extreme instances. 
In short, out of a total expense of £8 lO.s. 9d. per acre, returned 
85 wheat-growers in eleven of the principal wheat-producing 
counties, rent and taxes came to £2 Os. 7d. ]?cr acre—nearly a 
quarter of the total working expenses, or cost of production. The 
land in question gave as a rt?tum £6 16s. for grain, and £1 12s. 
for straw; leaving a loss of 2s. 9d. per acre. It is ridiculous in this 
instance to tell the farmer, whos(' prices are kept down by a com¬ 
petitive market, that a reduction in rent of only 10s. per acre 
would not convert his loss of 2s. 9d. into a profit of 8s. per acre, 
and enable him to sell his produce at a lower price as a consequence. 
In fact, the Ricardian theory could only hold good at all ■ in the 
case of an absolutely limited quantity of land suitable for cultivation, 
combined with a population that was pressing on its means of sub¬ 
sistence. Neither of these conditions operate to-day. 

We have now passed in review, and briefly criticized, some of the 
causes that have combined to create the present depression of agrici:!- 
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ture. We have found them to bo undue exaggeration of the 
importance of foreign markets in the manufacturing industries, and 
a consequent neglect of the great home industry of agriculture, and 
the market it affords; the effect of a strong and suddenly developed 
foreign competition, which has lessened the profits of farmers, who 
were handicapped by a high rent; the continued increase of rent 
for 200 years, duo largely to crude conceptions of economic theorists 
as regards the origin of rent and its effects upon prices; lastly, the 
want of sofiicient labour and capital to properly cultivate the soil, 
a state of things due, to some extent, to a misconception of the law 
of diminishing returns. To these we must add, it is feared, the 
carelessness of the British farmer in not keeping accounts, and 
thereby not knowing whether he is working at a profit or a loss. 
Also, the want of energy and resource shown in times of crisis in 
turning from one rural industry to another. The tendency of both 
the farmer and his landlord is to cry out for Protection, in the hope 
that a rise in price would mean a rise in profits. The hope is falla¬ 
cious, and the request is discreditable. 

We now come to the remedy pn)posed for the relief of this de¬ 
pression, which. with Sir J. Caird and other authorities, we take to be 
a recall of capital and labour to agriculture, both in wheat-growing 
and in other branches. But before doing so, it may be* well to 
consider whether such a revival of agriculture is ])ossiblo, or even 
worth while, under the present circumstances, having before us so 
great a foreign competition. 

We believe that it is not only possible, but likely to be extremely 
successful. So far I have not said much about foreign competition, 
though I put it among one of the chief causes of our present de¬ 
pression, because there is good reason to believe that it cannot last 
much longer in its present extreme form. And if the rivalry of 
foreigners can be shown to be in any way declining, the prospects of 
the English farmer must bo proportionately encouraging. Such, we 
believe with Mr. Bear, to be the case. In a paper read by him 
before the Farmers’ Club, January 30, 1888, Mr. Bear called atten¬ 
tion to the loss at which the American farmer was at present 
producing com. Prince Kropotkin and “ Stepniak ” say that the 
Russian peasant will not continue much longer to sell com to 
foreigners, and live for half the year “ on bark and auroch-grass, 
mixed with a handful of flour, and called bread.” Besides which 
statements, statistics tell us that the wheat acreage of those countries 
which export so much grain is surely and steadily decreasing—a sign 
that wheat at present prices does not pay. 

The facts on this head arc admirably stated in .an article in the 
Qmrtedy Eevim for April 1887, to which I am much indebted. 
Up to 1880, and less uniformly up till 1883, the wheat acreage of 
the world had been increasing enormously. In the ten years ending 
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with 1880, the area in America had risen from rather below 
19,000,000 acres to nearly 38,000,000 acres. In Australia, in the 
ten years ending 1884, there was an increase of over 2,000,000. 
The acreage under wheat in India was in 1886 over 27,000,000 
acres, an increase probably of one-fourth since 1874. But lately 
the acreage under wheat has everywhere been much reduced, as the 
following table will show. It gives the acreage, and the average 
yield per acre in bushels, from 1880 to 1886. 
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The above figures show that, except in India where there is a 
slight increase, the acreage of wheat is decreasing throughout all 
wheat-exporting countries. This is due to the general depression of 
agriculture, which is being severely felt. It is becoming evident 
that wheat cannot be grown at the prices of the last two or three 
years. Many of the American farmers are bankrupt, or Ihtur holdings 
are heavily mortgaged. In a letter to Brmhtreets’, April 7, 1888, 
Mr. W. E. Bear quotes from the Chicago Tribune an estimate of farm 
mortgages in the ten Western States of Ohio, Indiana, Illinois, 
Michigan, Wisconsin, Minnesota, Iowa, Nebraska, Kansas, and 
Missouri:—“ According to this moderate careful estimate, the farm 
mortgages in the ten Western States mentioned, amount to the 
tremendous sum of over 1200 million dollars, and the interest-charge 

cannot be less than 90 million dollars per annum.The farmers 

of the West can never get free from under the load that oppresses 
them without help. Under present conditions it is preposterous to 
suppose that they can even meet their mortgages and free their 
lands. They are virtually to-day only tenants on their own farms, 
and with the prospects of becoming so in name as well as in fact, in 
the near future.” Another Chicago journal of November 30, 1886, 
says the same: “ Wheat at the prices that prevail in the States 
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west of the Mississippi Elver, is grown at a loss.” Statements 
such as these are but confirmations of the imdeniable evidence of 
statistics. , 

As for Russian agriculture, it is indeed in a pitiable state. The 
accounts of the depression and miseiy of the peasants given by 
Prince Kropotkin and “ Stepniak,” are confirmed even by official 
reports. M. Vischnogradski, Minister of Finance, in presenting the 
Budget for 188G, admits, in spite of its comparatively favourable 
nature, that agriculture is suffering; and the Comptroller of the 
Empire explains the increasing diminution of the revenue from 
alcohol by the increasing penury of the lower classes, consequent 
u])on agricultural and other depression. Indeed, the wretchedness 
of Russian agriculture is shown by the low average yield (8 to 9 
bushels) per acre. 

Everywhere, then, except perhaps in India, we see signs that the 
present competition in wheat-gi-owing cannot last, and that in this 
respect, at least, the British farmer has good ground for liope in the 
future, '.riiere is another fact also which is of good omen. English 
manufacturers are beginning io lose ground in foreign markets, and 
will have to pay more attention to home industries, and reali/.e that 
“one pound of home-trade is belter than thirty shillings or tAvo 
pounds of foreign.” This may cause mor(‘ attention to be paid to 
agricultural affairs, and promobi assistance in the W'ay of useful 
legislation to remove some of the many obstacles to a free agricul¬ 
tural industry. It is unnecessary herc^ to go into details showing 
the growth of home manufactures in European countries, and the 
consequent decrease of trade Avith England. Our manufactui’ers 
know the figures avcU enough. In this place we need only refer to 
the facts given by Prince Kropotkin in the Nineteenth (kniury for 
April 1888, showing the grow^th of manufactures in Russia and 
Germany ; in India likewise, and <!ven Spain and Brazil. The cry 
of our manufacturers against French and German competition in open 
markets is too familiar to be repeated. 

Wo see, then, that tAvo important tendencies are at Avork in the 
economic world at present. On the one hand we have a distinct 
decrease in the wheat-growing area of those countries which chiefly 
export com; on the other hand, a sure and steady gi’owth of home 
manufacturing industries in countries that formerly AA^ere England’s 
customers. We even find them entering into competition with our¬ 
selves. It seems certain, therefore, that any effort made in the 
'direction of recalling capital and labour to agriculture is likely, if 
• properly directed, to meet with success. But the process may pro¬ 
bably take some time. Capital does not flow like water, though 
metaphysical economists talk as if it did. To be assured of success, 
capital must also be assured of security. 

T^s brings us to the first of the reforms needed to facilitate the 
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revival of our agricultural industries. There must be complete 
security for the tenant’s capital. This has indeed been partially 
secured by the Agricultural Holdings Act of 1883, which allowed 
tenants compensation for their improvements; but it is still possible 
for a landlord who docs not mind paying the compensation to demand 
an exorbitant rise of rent from a tenant on the expiration of his lease, 
or else to turn him out of his farm. What is needed is nothing less 
than entire security for tenants’ capital: for it is folly to expect a 
man to invest capital in a tenure of which ho is uncertain. Such 
security may be gained by granting continuity of tenure, with free 
sale of the tenant’s interest in the holding (the landlord having a 
right to pre-emption), and, as connected therewith, a reform in the 
laws affecting the transfer of land fmm one tenant to another is 
necessary. An illustration may be seen from the fact that, as is 
well known, farmoi's often suffer severe loss from their inability to 
get out of llu'ir holdings or to transfer laud without losing a large 
percentages of their capital. Sir James Caird puts the loss at 15 per 
cent. l’rofe.ssor Thorold llogers pufs it at 10 percent. Whichever 
it may be, it is lieavy enough to frequently induce tenants to submit 
to an oxOuiioiiato rise in rent, rather than lose so much of their 
capital. “ Disjwssession, if the tenant has £5000 w'orth of capital, 
means a minimum lo.ss of L500, oi', siceording to Sir James Caird, of 
.1750. A rist' of an acre on a 500-acre farm is £02 I0.s'. a year. 

Till' evil does not seem so great as dispossession "—and so the farmer 
stays on; and off.eii pays his rent out of capitfd. 

’fhore am other rights which a tonanli ought indubitably to possess. 
Ho should Ixj allowed to get as much return from the land as ho can, 
and in the inanner in w'liich he thinks he. will best succeed; that is, 
he shoukl bo allowed perfect freedom for attempts at agricultural 
improvement. Again, ho should be free fmm vexatious restrictions 
as to cropi)ing, sale of straw, and so forth. “The liberty to sell 
straw,” says the writer of “ Competition in Wheat Giowing,” in the 
Qnarloijf Jicvicw of April 1887, “ is an important tdement in the 
question of the ability of British farmers to meet foi*eign competition 
in the production of wheat.” But it is not my pur|wso here to go 
into the question of Land Law Eoform. It has been dealt with fully 
by those ((ualitied to form an exact and authoritative opinion, and 
lies at the root of any permanent amelioration of English agriculture. 

The question that will most largely affect the revival of agiicultnre 
in England is undoubtedly that of the introduction of a considerable 
class of small tenants or proprietors. The Allotments Act of 1887 
has introduced the thin edge of the wedge, but it is so far that and 
nothing more. The provision that one person may not hold more 
than one acre is an unnecessary limitation; and the restriction that 
“ no building other than a tool-house, shed, greenhouse, fowl-house, 
or pig-sty is to be erected thereon,” is simply vexatious. The Act 
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does, however, provide for compensation for tenants’ improvements; 
which is a step in the right direction. But what is needed is a much 
larger revival and ,extension of the system of small holdings, as a 
step towards the desii’able result of the association of agricultural 
skill with competent capital. Such a system has naturally encountered 
opposition from landlords, because their traditions have always 
favoured largo farm tenants, and a system of grande culture which, 
till the present crisis, was apparently successful. But oven ancient 
traditions must not stand in the way of experiments for the good of 
the nation. And if experience in other countries shows that a 
system of "petite culture and small holdings produces desirable results, 
the experiment is at least worth trying on a largo scale. 

The primary, and indeed the most serious, objection to this 
system is the alleged insufficiency of capital which is said to accom¬ 
pany it. But though the individual capital of peasant holders 
is small, the proportionate capital is large. “ I am sure,” says 
Professor Eogers, “that if intelligent labourers had the prospect 
of getting a ten or fifteen-acre farm, with a decent dwelling and 
corresponding farm offices, the {imount of capital per acre with 
which they would stock their holdings would soon be relatively 
far higher than that of the large farmer, and that the produce per 
acre would bo far larger, especially if they betook themselves to 
dairy-farming and ensilage, as the small fifty-acre farmers in the 
Eastern States of America are doing, and with such marked success, 
upon the worst land in the world.” This is a statement from one 
of our highest authorities. It may be confirmed and illustrated 
from the facts observed in the case of small tenants in other coun¬ 
tries. And in any case, as has been previously shown, the amount 
of agricultural capital in English agriculture at present is so 
small that an objection, even if well founded, to small holders on 
account of their not possessing a suflScient quantity of it, merely 
places them on a level with their larger neighbours. But let us look 
abroad. 

Belgium, as is well known, possesses in proportion to its popu¬ 
lation a very largo number of small farmers. Out of a total of 

348.700 holdings no less than 220,000 are farms of about 8 
acres as an average; 03,000 holdings average about 10 acres each; 

61.700 average about 40 acres; while only 4000 are about 160 acres 
in extent. As to capital, let us take the information given by 
M. de Laveleye. He tells us that in Flanders—where the medium 
size of holdings is 7^ in the West, and only 5 acres in the East 
province—a small tenant, though perhaps having a capital of only 
£8 per acre on starting, often raises it to £16 before the expira¬ 
tion of his lease. As a result, the average yield of wheat is 
from 32 to 36 bushels per acre and often higher, and that too 
in a soil so poor that wheat is not grown to any extent. There 
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is surely no reason wliy a similar state of things should not obtain 
in England. 

It will, indeed, be noticed that small holdings often get a better 
return from the soil than do large farms. The reason, doubtless, is 
that even if in some cases there is not so much capital there is far 
more labour, and that of a better and more devoted type. It is easy 
to give examples of astonishingly favourable results from small 
holdings. We have seen the case in Flanders. The case in Jersey 
and Guernsey, where small farms of sixteen acres are common, is 
similar: 40 bushels per acre of wheat being the average in Jersey, 
32 bushels in Guernsey; and even 70 or 80 bushels. In evidence 
before the Royal Commission on the Housing of the Working Classes 
(1884), the Rev. C. W. Stubbs repeated a .statement previously made, 
that 40 bu.shels of com per acre is a very common allotment crop. On 
allotment.s at Granborough, ho said, land cultivated by labourers pro¬ 
duced 60 per cent more whotit than the farmer’s average, and 11 per 
cent, more than the average of the highest scientific farming. Lord 
Carrington has stated that on his estate in Buckinghamshire, his 
800 allotuient tenants obtain a net produce from the land of £40 per 
acre: the farmer’s average return from tho same land is £7 per adre. 
In Franc(', the results of pditf (udlwre are still more wonderful. The 
almost incredible i*eturns obtained by mai-ket-gardeners around Paris 
have recently been detailed in tho Nvudeentli Caitury (June 1888) 
.alluded to above. The best test of tho extent of productiveness 
obtained by them is seen in the fact that they pay the enormous 
rent of £32 per acre for their holdings. Their lot, it is true, is not 
enviable; but it is due to other causes than the fertility of the soil. 

The example of these market-gardeners of Paris brings us to 
another point in the qne.stiou of the extension of petite culture in 
English farming. It is extremely desirable that market-gardening 
and fruit-farming should bo extended in this country. No system is 
better adapted to this kind of production than that of small holdings. 
And it is pleasing to note that already orchards and market-gardens 
.are being more and more cultivated. In 1886 there were 200,284 
sieves of orchards ; in 1887, 202,234 acres, a slight increase; market- 
gardens covered 60,850 acres in 1886, and 62,666 acres in 1887. 
But fruit-farming is not so forward as one could wish, although, 
considering the vastly increased consumption of fruit of late years, 
an extension of this industry would be most desirable. The area 
devoted to it in 1886-7 was only 202,234 acres; a small increase of 
32,118 acres since 1873, But while the tenant is not allowed to 
plant fruit trees without the consent of his landlord, and even then 
can claim no compensation, it is not to be wondered at that fruit¬ 
farming does not progress. The law must first be amended in this 
respect. Railway charges might ftlso be lowered, as they are often so 
heavy as to prevent the grower from sending his fruit to market at 
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all. Every facility should bo giveu to this industry, which is most 
profitable to a small tenant, the produce per acre being on an average 
£40, while the working expenses are only £20 on the average. 
Indeed, strawberries }^ield a gross return of about £60, or even as 
high as £100 per acre. 

Another most important branch of agriculture, peculiarly suitable 
to an allotment, or small holding system, is dairy-farming, which 
might certainly be developed to a far greater extent in England. It 
is surely unnecessary'that we should import annually £3,080,661 
worth of eggs. from. France, Belgium, and Germany : that France, 
Holland, and Denmark shctuld send us £11,886,717 worth of butter: 
tJjat America and Holland should supply £4,508,937 worth of cheese; 
and that we should get as much as £721,000 worth of poultry and 
rabbits from Belgium and France., We could produce for ourselves 
a far larger quantity of these products than we do at prescmt, especi¬ 
ally in the way of eggs, poultry, and rabbits. It is due largely to 
ignorance that dairy-farming is not more productive in England. 
Mr. Bolton King, in speaking on “ The Labourer and the Land,” 
declared that owing to the ignorance of the labourers’ wives as to the 
^rc^king of a dairy, the' men were often iinablo profitably to keep a 
cow upon their allotments. A wider diffusion of knowledge in this 
respect is evidently much needed among the agricultural classc's. 
But little or no knowledge is required to keep fowls and to rear 
rabbits, and very much might bo done in this direction if the im- 
nortance of, and profitable return from, this branch of industiy were 
P)inted out to the owners of small holdings. There is a great 
demand, and it is as easy, and indeed easier, for English labourers to 
supply it than it can be for foreign peasants to do so. 

Such are some of the imiDrovemonts that might be instituted 
simultaneously with an extension of the allotment, small holding, 
audpc^i^c culture system in British agriculture. But hero one word 
of caution is needed. Do not let the labourer’s profits be unneces¬ 
sarily taxed by the middleman. Before all things, a more economical 
system of bringing the producer and consumer together is imperative. 
The waste and loss incurred in the process of distribut ing the com¬ 
modities produced has lately been frequently pointed out, and it 
would be out of place to dwell much upon it here. The success of 
co-operative distribution has shown how largo a margin of middle¬ 
men’s profits may be encroached upon; and it is to bo hoped that 
this example ivill not bo wasted in tho future. There is a groat 
field for the friends-of tho labouring man, in showing him'how he 
may sell his,^roduce and buy his necessaries with tho maximum of 
profit and the Tftinimum of waste. 

Last, and most important of all, comes the question of rent. We 
have seen how high rents have pressed upon the British farmer, and 
how they influence the cost of his production. Even with the most 
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profitable return from the soil £2 per acre, not an uncommon 
average, is a great tax. Rents must be greatly reduced. “ If 
wheat growing is to pay,” says a high authority, “ rents should be 
below rather than above £1 per acre.” Sir James Gaird also de¬ 
clares that rents must be re-arranged. Landowners have indeed 
been compelled to refarrange them, often .at a reduction of from 10 
to 20 per cent. Perhaps a time will come ivhen the nation will be 
glad for its citizens to till the ground and BBtpply the English people 
with food, without making them pay for tjfs-privilege of doing so. 
It is not the purpose of the writer to enter ibto any discussion as 
to the justice of rent, or the extortions pf the- iiiiddlemen. But this 
much any one can see who has given attontioi to present economic 
problems—that the cost of distribution and rent have become a 
serious burden to the pi'oducers^ of our ordinary necessaries of life. 
These two questions are foremost in pressing for immediate solution. 
One of them, the question of distribution, is now being solved by the 
leaders of the Co-operative movement. The other is as yet in pro¬ 
cess of agitation, and those who read the signs of the times see 
plainly enough whither that agitation is tending. Both must be 
dealt with effectually, in one way or another, if the agricultural 
remedies proposed in this essay are to have a genuine success. * 

Bat there are other rjuestions that press in ujwn us as we think 
of the problems of the day, and that cannot be solved solely by the 
aid of economic science. Our social order is in a transition period, 
and the epd has not come yet. Perhaps before the transition is 
complete, men will have learned that the highest ideal of naticd^l 
prosperity is not to out-do their rivals in supplying far-off foreigd ■ 
customers with good.s which it is doubtful whether they really want, 
and which they can often make just as ■well for tlunnsolves ; that a 
nation’s true wealth consists in men and not in miles of cloth, or 
tons 'of iron, or millions of money; and that for a natural and 
healthy economic existence, a- prosperous, independent, and self- 
supporting agricultural class, living on the labour of their own hands 
and the gifts of a well-cultivated soil is necessary as a balance to 
an equally prosperous manufacturing population. 


H. DE B. OiBBINS. 



ANGLOPHOBIA IN THE UNITED STATES: 


SOME LIGHT ON THE PRESIDENTIAL ELECTION. 


The Presidential campaign can scarcely be said to have begun in 
earnest until August. In that month I landed in New York, and 
as I did not leave the United States till October 31—six days before 
the election—my stay in the country may be said to have practically 
covered the whole of the campaign. This would not, of course, avail 
much if I had passed the time in mere sight-seeing or pleasure¬ 
seeking ; but when I state that I spent every waking hour in hard 
work—reading, observing, interviewing, thinking, collecting and 
collating facts—I tliink it will be admitted that I may, without pre¬ 
sumption, claim to know something of American politics. 

Wlien I left this countiy two eminent Americans, Mr. Hurlburt 
and Mr. Smalley, were engaged in a warm controversy on the dis¬ 
position which was being manifested towards Eiigland by the 
Republican party and its Irish allies. Mr. Hurlburt, who was 
formerly editor of the New York Wwrldy and is therefore able 
to speak with authority, maintained that Mr. Blaine and the 
American Republicans were, so far as Free Trade was concerned, 
engaged “ in a campaign of sedulous and systematic misrepresen¬ 
tation,'^ and that they were striving to win the Irish vote “ by 
openly declaring that their own policy was a policy of hostility 
to England, tending and intending to develop an irreconcilable an¬ 
tagonism between America and English interests, and to foment 
mischief between the United States and the British Empire.” Mr. 
Smalley, who is the London correspondent of the Nexo York Tribuiw, 
and also (strange as it may seem) a sympathetic and active friend of 
the Tory party, affected to be very much shocked by Mr. Hurlburt^s 
serious charges, and indignantly demanded evidence in support of 
them. Whether Mr. Hurlburt supplied the evidence or not I do not 
know, but I promise Mr. Smalley that he will get evidence enough 
if he reads this article, and I venture to assort that his contention 
that the animosity of the American Irish towards England has 
recently softened into friendliness will, in the face of the facts that 
I shall present, be seen to be ridiculous. As the Republicans have 
now triumphed, and triumphed chiefly by the unscrupulous use of 
the very means which Mr. Hurlburt exposed and condemned three 
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months ago, and as their accession to power will, in my judgment, 
inevitably tend to embitter the relations existing between Great 
Britain and the United States, the discussion of the matter is no 
longer of merely academic interest, but is invested with grave 
importance. 

When I anived in New York last August I found Uncle Sam in 
an uncommonly bad temper. He was suffering from an acute attack 
of his old disease (which now, I fear, bids fair to become chronic)— 
Anglophobia. I knew something of the old gentleman’s idiosyn¬ 
crasy, and what acerbity of disposition he could manifest where 
Great Britain was concerned, and T had solemnly vowed that I would 
not rouse his ire by expressing any opinion on American politics. 
Nevertheless, I was hardly prepared to find my Yankee relative 
raging so furiously against the beautiful little island which I love so 
patriotically, and which ho regards with such ineffable contempt. 
Before I went to America I was under the impression that an English¬ 
man might always count on a warm welcome from his American 
cousins. Reluctantly, but surely, T have been compelled to change 
my opinion. The hostility which is cherished towanls England by 
Americans, and which manifests itself in such irrational w'ay.s, espe¬ 
cially during a IVesidential election, was a revelation to me, as painful 
as it was surprising. One phrase which was constantly on the lips 
of political speakers, and constantly recurring in tlie newspapers, 
was “It's English, you know.” This sneer was far more effective 
than argument, as it appealed at once to the selfishness and to the 
prejudice of the people. One of the campaign songs which the 
Republicans sang in their meetings with great gusto is entitled 
It’s British, you know.” Here is the last verse and the chorus: 

“ It’s too long a story their wants all to tell. 

From Britain, you know, Great Brihun, you know, 

When in London it rains, here they raise tlieir umbroll, 

That’s British, so British, you know. 

American toilers, what do you say ? 

Aro you ready to cast all youi birthright away 

'i’o convicts and paupers who toil without pay 1 
You’re Yankee, not British, you know.” 

(Chorus.) “ It’s Free Trade they preach, and it’s Free Trade they teach. 
That’s British, you know; quite British, you know. 
They’ll never take anything out of their reach, 

That’s British, so British, you know.” 

The animus of this is obvious, but it is by no means the worst 
sample that can be found. Did space permit it, I could quote verses 
even more mendacious and offensive. Probably there is no nation on 
the earth towards which Americans use such indecent and insulting 
language, and use it seemingly with delight, as they u.se towards the 
English. I suppose it is another illustration of the law that the 
closer the kinship the more fierce and ruthless the quarrel. 
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Well, “ It’s American, you know,” for Uncle Sam to pour his grain 
and fruit and meat into our free and untaxed market; to send liis 
sons to compete with onr boys on the exchange and in the counting- 
house, and his daughters to become the rivals of our girls in the 
drawing-room and the social circle; to exult with honest pride 
whenever they achieve success at our expense; and then, the moment 
an .Englishman presumes to offer an opinion on American affairs, to 
shriek that we want to interfere in bis politics and whiningly com¬ 
plain that we cherish in our hearts the malignant design of destroy¬ 
ing liis industries. I decidedly prefer to be “English, you know;’* 
it is so much more rational and dignified. “ Is Common Sense 
British ? ” asked the Nexo York Times on September 25. I unhesi¬ 
tatingly .answered the question in the affirmative, and I could not 
help wishing that the Americans had a little more of this British 
commodity. It would have saved them from such dcplor.abhf exhi¬ 
bitions of folly as they have presented to the world during the past 
few months. 

No man has done so much to foster this anti-English feeling in 
America, and fan it into a flame, as Mr. James G. Blaine, whoso 
disposition towards this country is apparently of the most malignant 
character. I say apparently, for I do not know that it is really so, and 
for the reason that Air. Blaine is incapable of sincerity iu^his political 
hates and love.'*, lie knows what will please his countrymmi and 
win votes, and this, whatever it is, he uses without scruple, simply 
because ho always has an eye to the main chance. In this election 
the best can! he could play w'as to misrepresent I'lngland by 
attributing to her evil designs upon Americtan commerce, and 
so he played this card, not so much because he hates England 
as because ho wished the Republicans to be victorious, lie 
would to-morrow, if votes could bo w'on by it, turn round and 
declare with tears that he loves England as the apple of his 
eye, and that Free Trade would prove an unmixed blessing to 
America. Mr. Blaine and his party have won, and as they won 
chiefly by making false representations as to the effects of Free 
Trade in England, and as to the designs of England on American 
commerce, their victory conclusively proves that a majority of 
American electors are, to putf^'S' in the mildest form, not friendly 
towards this country. 

The burden of Mr. Blaine’s speeches was that England who had 
long been on the look-out for an opportunity to capture the American 
markets, now thought her hour was come; that she wished to secure 
a revival of trade, and could find no other way so effectual as gaining 
free acbess to ‘‘‘ 65,000,000 of the most intelligent people on the globe 
as purchfaers and consumers; ” that she had found a pliant tool for 
the jpiccomplishment of her ends in President Cleveland, who had 
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become a traitor to his country; that if Englahd succ6eded in 
forcing Free Trade upon the American people, they might bid fare¬ 
well to their pix)sperity; that Free Trade, even if it did not close 
the factories and workshops, would reduce the w'ages of the work¬ 
people by fully one-half; that the working men and women of 
England, under Free* Trade, and in consequence of it, were all on the 
verge of pauperism; and that Free Trade, if introduced into the 
United States, would similarly degrade the American working man, 
now the bc'st paid, tho best fed, the best housed, and altogether the 
most noble fellow, in the world. This was about tho substance of 
Mr Blaine’s speeches. Did space admit of it, I could give quotations 
from his addresses on every one of these points, and it would be 
equally easy to prove that lie- is as much in error when ho speaks of 
tho prosperity of the American workman as when ho depicts the 
miseru's of tho working classc's of England. All this, however, 
must be- reserved for another occasion. What I am anxious to make 
clear now is that Mr. Blaiiu*'s chii'f stock-in-ti-ade as a llepublican 
electioneering agent was abuse and misrepresental ion of England, 
lie appealed to tli(' passions, the prejudices, tho most sonlid qualities 
of American I'lectoi’s; h('- touched no question without di*grading it; 
a moiv- shami'less disjilay of grovelling selfishness was never presented 
to the world by any man making pretensions to statesmanship. One 
extract fro^-Mr. Blaine’s speech in New York, immediately after he 
had landed Trom Europe, may be given in proof of what has been 
said :— 

“Thei’o is one (juestion from Land’s End to Jolm o’ tlroats, from tho 
Irish (Sea to the Kiiglish Channel, in evexy paper, from one end of tho 
Kingdom to the other, thorn is ono unanimous aeconl on tho part of Tories 
and Whigs, of Liberals, and Conservatives and Hadirals, and tliat is, that 
tho Hon. Crover Cleveland, President of the United States, emlxodies in 
liis person the change, tlie form of revenue, the hVeo 'J’rade which they 

like.If you will agi-eo to live in .'is poorliousas, and eat as poor food, 

and i*cceivo as low wages as the operatives in England, you can produce 
just as cheap goods as tho Democratic Administration want you to. •. . . . 
Put your labouring men into competition with the labouring men of Great 
Britain, .and in course of time you will make them us ixoor.”^ 

Littleness is the pne word which best describes the predominant 
qualities of American politicians aij^ljAmericau politics—unless the 
word meanness bo preferred. WhatTior example, are wo to think 
of a gentleman like Mr. Chauncoy Depew, a prominent Bepublican, 
who was talked of as a candidate for the Pjwdency, when he inti¬ 
mates that Mr. Blaine made a mistake in r^urning to America on 
an English ship, and congratulates himself that he preferred a 
German vessel ? The obvious inference is, that Germans are less 
disliked in America than tho English. Senator Kenna, a Democrat, 

^ Speech in Madison Square, August 10. 
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said in a speech : “ While Ilamson is hidden in his feed-box in the 
interior, the great decoy-duck of the party (Blaine) comes here in an 
English-built ship with the American name CUy of New York." 
This remark was received with hisses—^the hisses evidently being 
meant for Blaine. The “ Home and Country Protection Brother¬ 
hood of Working Men,” whoso “ National Headquarters ” were at 
45, Willoughby Street, Brooklyn, announced a series of meetings in 
the Jirooklyit JHayle in the following fashion :— 

“ England against Amebica. 

“Tlie people of every country constitute an industrial world of their 
own creation. Freedom within and Protection without. This is our 
industrial world of America and not of England. We know our rights 
and shall maintain them. Protei tion and prosperity, education and 
liberty.” 

Those, however, are but small matters, too contemptible for serious 
mention were it not that they arti fairly representative of thousands 
of other incidents which took pbice in every American town ; and 
these, taken in the aggregate, go far to determine what the feelings 
of the Americans towards the English really are. It is as true of 
nations as of individuals that little things reveal their characters 
better than great ones. 

The discussion of the relations between Canada and the United 
States affonled the polilicituis and journalists of the. latter country a 
fine opportunity of indulging in that highly popular ]mstime known 
as “ twisting the British Lion s tail,” and some of them used it to 
the full. When I had been in New York a little over a week 
(September 8), a debate took place in Congi-ess on the Retaliation 
Bill, the ostensible object of which was to protect the interests of 
American fishermen against violence and outrage at the hands of the 
Canadians. Mr. WilsoUj^of ^Minnesota, the author of the Bill, said, 
in concluding his speech. “ Should the Queen of England and the 
Empress of India, forgetting the lessons to her ancestors in the past, 
aim or discharge at us one unfriendly gun from one of her gunboats, 
1 predict that the echo which it would awaken would not cease to 
reverberate before Grover Clev<‘land, President of the greatest Republic 
on earth, would salute Charles Stewart Parnell as the President of 
the youngest Republic on earth.” This remark was received with 
applause, not from the Republican but from the Democratic side of 
the House, Mr. O’Neill, of ^Missouri, taking advantage of some 
foolish remarks of the London Slandard, in which the United States 
were warned that the guns of England were behind Canada, said 
that there was no nation that the Tory party would be less liable to 
trifle with than America; and he added: “It knew that if trouble 
should come England would need all her ironclads to take care of the 
Bi^tish Chani^el, It would bluster and it would bluff, and it would 
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back square down. There would be no war. No fear of that. A 
war with America would mean a loss of India to England, and the 
verification of the prophecy of Thomas Davis, that England’s difii- 
culty would be Ireland’s opportunity.” Whereat there was more 
applause, apparently on both sides of the House. Mr. McAdoo, in 
the same debate, said that “ England’s modem ironclads would be as 
impotent in our harbours as washtubs armed with fire-crackers,” and 
ho “ warned Lord Salisbury that the first British gun fired against 
New York or Boston would assure the destruction of the British 
empire.” 

It will probably be said that these gentlemen, though members of 
Congi'ess, are merely fire-eating politicians, whose utterances have 
no weight in the countiy, and that this Yankee spread-eagleism 
should be treated Avith the silent contempt which alone it deserves. 
Very good. The same can hardly be said, however, of Mr. Whitney, 
the Secretary of the Navy, who Avas boasting that the United States 
could “ whip England,” and declaring that they have “ NaAry enough 
to destroy her shipping, ingenuity enough to protect their sea-board, 
and men enough to capture f 'anada.” Mr. Whitney also stated that 
Avithin a Aveek of war being declared, Canada Avould bo in the hands of 
th(f United States. It is not surprising that such indiscreet and pro- 
vocatiA^e utterances as these, coming from a Cabinet Minister, caused 
great resentment in Canada. Yet Sir. Whitney stands high in the 
esstiraation of liis countrjmen—probably all the higher on account of 
the silly nunarks which I have quoted. 

’riie recent history of the fisheries dispute between Canada and 
the United States, forms a very curious episode in American 
politics; it throAvs a good deal of light upon the ways of American 
politicians, and it certainly reflects no credit upon President 
Cleveland. The. facts .ore simple, and may be stated in a word or 
tAVO, With a vieAv of bringing about a s^tlement of this outstand¬ 
ing dispute between Canada and the United States, I’residont 
Cleveland proposed that a treaty shoAild be framed; he appointed 
commissioners to frame it, who acted under his inspiration and 
guidance; and England, on behalf of her great American Depen¬ 
dency, appointed Mr. Chamberlain to represent British interests. 
The treaty W’as made, and Mr. Cleveland expressed his emphatic 
approval of it; his opinion AA'as endorsed by his Administration ; but 
the Republicsm Senate, actuated by partisan motives, refused to 
confirm the treaty, and reproached the President for truckling to 
Great Britain and yielding to the demands of Canada. Stung by 
this reproach, which, especially on the eve of the Presidential 
election, was likely to injure him in the eyes of his counti’ymcn, 
Mr. Cleveland turned a somersault and sent to Congress the Message 
in which he demanded power to retaliate on Canada. It was not 
Canada that rejected the treaty; it was not Great Britain; it was 
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the American Senate: but Mr. Cleveland, instead of dealing with 
this contumacious branch of his own Covernment, turns his back' 
upon his own former proposals of conciliation, and thus introduces 
new elements' into the controversy, which set up a dangerous friction 
between the two nations. And this course was taken by Mr. 
Cleveland, not because he thought it was just or statesmanlike, but 
because, being a candidate for re-election, he could not afford to 
have his prestige lowered in the eyes of his countrymen, even by 
adhering to a policy which was honourable in itself, and which, 
therefore, in the end, could have brought nothing but honour to its 
author. 

"i’his unexpected and inconsistent action on the part of the 
President naturally provoked a good di'al of unfavourabU' criticism 
in this country. Sir Clha.h's Tapper, exercising remarkable self- 
restraint, contt'uted himself by calling Mr. Cleveland's message 
“ extraordinary.” 'J'ho Duke of Rutland, though a Cabinet 
Minister, used greater frankness, and characte.rized the message as 
“ bluster.” Ho was right. Mr. Cleveland, for partisan purposes, 
was simply trying to convince the American electors that he could 
outdo Mr. Blaine himself in .lingo spread-eagleism. The Press of this 
country, so far as I was able to study its utterances at such a distance 
from home, was unanimous in its disapproval of the President’s 
tactics, and for once, at all events, the Press probably gave expression 
to the thoughts of the British peoph'. But the American Press was 
almost as unanimous in its approval of the IVesident’s course, and I 
think it as faithfully represented the feelings of the Americans. 

The New York Tribune (Republican) found fault indeed with Mr. 
Cleveland, not because ho retaliated at last, but because ho was 
conciliatory at first. Tho Tribune would have given Canada a short 
shrift. Here aro its words:— 

“ The question was one of ^uti’ageous conduct on the part of an English 
dependency, not of Treaty misinterpretation on the part of the English 
Foreign Office. There was no dispute over tho meaning of cloudy words. 
It concerned only tho behaviour of a' British colony, and its acts of wanton 
violence upon tho persons and property of American fisheimen. Mr. Cleve¬ 
land understood tho question, for his Secretary of State expressed it with 
admirable clearness. Had thej' thereupon assumed a firm and resolute 
position, which the Republican Senate so stoutly urged upon them; had 
they then with becoming dignity formulated the National demand together 
with an expression of the alternative of non-intercourse to wliich its denial 
would fm’ce us, we should not now be cutting in the eyes of the world the 
kumiliating figure of a people whose Executive cringes and fawns and 
blusters by turns.” ^ 

This may be taken as the Republican view: Canada was wholly 
in the wrong; no discussion should have been held with her, as all 
concRiatory'means had been exhausted; the only sensible and self- 
_ 1 Nea York Tribune, September 8,1888. 
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respecting course that the United States could take was to tell 
Canada that unless she made apology and restitution war would at 
once bo declared upon her, which would virtually mean that she was 
to be wrested from England and annexed to the States. The 
Democratic view was very similar. I’ho York H'cndd' said: 

“ There is no hostility whatever in the Message. It is simply a demand 
for fair play, such as Englaml herself would make under similar ch'cum- 
stancos. There is no chip on ClevcLand’s shoulder j neither has he any 
intention of surrendering our well-known rights. The administration 
means peac(‘, but peace with honour (what a familiar Jingo sound there is 
in this!). . . . ,Mr. Cleveland ha.s .shown tho people of this country that 
while ho is too hiLsy to talk buncomlw about being an Americim, he is quito 

ready to show by his public policy that he is one.Our British 

cousins are souiow'hat stai-tlod by tho bold stand which Mr. Cleveland has 
taken.” 

Tlie Xt n' York Hun,’ edited by Mr. Charles A. Dana, extravagantly 
eulogized President Cleveland for throwing ov(‘r tho policy of his 
treaty, and taking up the policy of the llepublican Senate. “ Mr. 
Cleveland lias sal. u]X)u his fishery statesmanshi]) of tho past like a 
litth' man, and lo ! he has bloomed out into a full-blown American 
patriot, sturdily ('choing the cry raised by his fellow-citizens in 
1887, and which but a little while ago it seemed had been given to 
the winds, never lo sound again. And how sweet to tho American 
ear the echo is ! ” Then JMr. Dana proceeds lo lecture tho British 
people on their “ brag," and ho does it in the following character¬ 
istically juode.st style:— 

“ Kvory effort wotild bo made in the event of a war with Great Britain 
to prevent the approach of ironclads by moans of torpedo boat,s and sub¬ 
marine iiiinos. But shoxild such precautions fail, and should the English 
wantonly bombard and burn our commercial metropolis, as they burned 
W.ashington in tho wai* of 1812 , they would avouso in tho whole Americfin 
people a spirit and a capacity of revenge that would bo satisfied with nothing 
short of the ruin of the British Empire, Neither should wo want for allies; 
for, in a contest with ourselves, we do not l>elieve that England would liave 
a single friend upon tho Continent. Assuredly she could not look for 
as.sist :uice in hor hour of need to lluscia or France ; no, nor to Germany, 
that would like nothing better than to see her shrivelled to the dimensions 
of a third-rate Power, Lord Halisbury knows that the first collision with the 
United States would sound the death-knell of British Government in Ireland. 
The American Revolution evoked Grattan’s Parliament, but the next war 
with this country will involve the absolute independence of tho Emerald 
Isle. Tho single ai’my corps which it was recently computed would repre¬ 
sent the Ini-gest military force which .Great Britain could dispose of for 
aggressive purposes, might be furnished with plenty of employment ne^ 
borne, and might not get further than Queenstown on its way across the 
Atlantic.” 

When I read this savage outburst I was attending a religions 
Convention. I read the article over one night to a company 


^ August 28th. 


* September 5, 1888. 
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assembled at the house of my host. There wero present men and 
women, both young and old, all connected with the Christian Church, 
but not one of them expressed disapproval of the sentiments of the 
article, while many of them seemed to think those sentiments were 
wholly admirable. I was surprised to find that even Christian 
ministers contemplated without regret, some of them apparently with 
satisfaction, the prospect of a war between the two countries over 
the Canadian Fisheries Question. The Jingo ravings of James Gr. 
Blaine had influenced them far more than the precepts of Jesus 
Christ. 

Evidently American journalists do not read each other’s papers, 
for three days after Mr. Dana’s fiery editorial appeared, the Ncxo 
York Times coolly remarked: “ All the bluster that we have seen 
any sign of has come either from the other side of the Canada line, 
or the other side of the Atlantic Ocean. From those quarters alone 
have there been threats and bellicose talk and references to guns and 
ironclads.” The Times, which is perhaps the most able and impartial 
journal in America—certainly in New York—wholly approved of 
the J’resident’s retaliation Message. It said: “ In sending his 
Message to Congress, under the partisan provocation of the Senate’s 
unfair action, he was no doubt actuated in part by a desire to vindi¬ 
cate his courage and his Americanism, but he did it in a way to 
command admiration, by his dignity and his high sense of justice.” 
It was an electioneering move, but it was a dignified one! As if it 
ever could be dignified for America’s chief magistrate to allow him¬ 
self to be provoked into stultifying himself for no worthier object 
than to win votes. The Times proceeds: 

“ Nobotiy -in this country desires or talks about any breach of peaceable 
relations growing out of these questions, much le.ss do we con.sider thorn a 
cause for immediate or ultimate hostilities with Canada or Great Britsiin. 
We simply demand what is obviously right and fair, and if we do not get it 
we propose to treat Canada as we are treated. Simply that and nothing 
more, and on that point the Government and the people are united, regard¬ 
less of any consideration of domestic polities.Sixty millions of 

people are not to be scjvred by war talk from Great Britain or any other 
Power on the round globe. Our sea-coast cities might be laid under con¬ 
tribution by Great Britsiin in ciise hot-headed fools egged on a conflict, and 
any such conflict would be for us tremendously costly, but there would be 
one retribution and indemnity as sure as fate. It would carry the dominion 
of the United States to the Arctic Ocean.” 

« 

As this Canadian question is still unsettled, I have thought it well 
to treat of it somewhat fully, in order that the feelings of the 
American people in relation to it may be clearly understood. 

It would be impoteible, in the space at my disposal, to enumerS.te 
the falsehoods with regard to England which were circulated l]|:oadcast 
daring the election, dr to comprehensively treat of the mendacity of 
the Bt^ublioan press, and I must therefore be content, to qptice only 
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one or two of the most flagrant examples. In passing, I may say that 
lying and forgery aro regarded as perfectly legitimate weapons of 
warfare in American politics. Both parties use them, and their use 
excites no horror or even disapprobation, as there is no conscience 
against them. When they are found out their authors suffer no 
loss of standing or character; the whole thing is simply laughed off. 
At present, however, I am dealing only with the lies and forgeries 
which were manufactured in relatnon to England, and truth compels 
me to say that these came almost exclusively from the Bepublican 
party. 

A great stir was made by the Kepublicans early in September 
over some “ revelations ” which were made by a Mr. Nathaniel 
McKay as to the effects of Free Trade on the working classes of 
England. This gentleman is said by the New Yurh iVess to be an 
“eminent shipbuilder”—which alone is sufficient to explain his hatred 
of Free Trade; for England, owing to her Free Trade, has been 
able to wrest all America’s shipping business out of her hands j and 
Mr. McKay, owing to Protection, is probably able to charge his 
countrymen almost anything he likes for making ships. Moreover, 
Mr. McKay had a dispute with President Cleveland, in which he 
got decidedly the worst of it. On the fourth of last April the 
President vetoed a Bill, entitled “An Act for the Relief of Nathaniel 
McKay and the Executors of Donald McKay,” and it was after this 
action on the part of the President, that Mr. McKay began to con¬ 
sider what he could do to prevent Mr. Cleveland’s re-election. He 
decided to go to England and investigate the condition of the wage¬ 
workers there—a very commendable thing to do if he would only 
have been content to speak the simple truth alx)ut it afterwards, but 
unfortunately, he was not. The history of the vetoed Bill is this. 
Over twenty years ago Mr. McKay’s firm built for the American 
Govermnent two ironclad monitors, called the Squando and the 
Nauset, and a side-wheel steamer called the Ashuclot. The contracts 
provided that the Government “ should have the privilege of making 
alterations and additions to the plans and specifleations at any tituA 
during the progress of the work, as it may deem necessary and 
proper,” and that if these alterations caused extra expense to the 
contractors the Government would “ pay for the same at fair and 
reasonable rates.” Tho contract price for the Nauset was $886,000 
and for alteration $192,110 more were paid. The Squando was to 
cost $395,000, and $194,525 more were paid for alterations. For 
alterations in the Ashnelot $22,415 were paid.' The contractors 
received these sums in settlement of their claims, and gave receipts 
in full to the Government; while an opportunity was subsequently 
given to them to make further claims of which they failed to avail 
themselves. President Cleveland dealt with the matter very fully, 
in his veto Message, and said, among other things, this: 
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** In 1867 the claims were fully examined under a law of Congitoss and 
rejected, and the Supreme Court, in an exactly similar case, finds neither 
law nor equity supporting them. It hai-dly seems fair to the Government 
to permit these claims to be presented after a lapse of twenty-three years 
since a settlement in full was made and receipts were given, after the 
opportunity which has been offered for establishing further claims, if they 
existed, and when, as a consequence of the contractors neglect, the Govern¬ 
ment would labour imder gieat disadvantages in its defence. I am of the 
opinion, in view of the histbry of these claims and the suspicion naturally 
excited a.s to their merit, that no injustice will be done if they aie laid at 
rest instead of being given new life and vigour in the Court of Claims." 

Mr. McKay’s claims, and the hopes which he had built uiion thorn, 
were “ laid at rest; ’’ but hp did not rest, he caiue to England 
instead. On his return to America he published sensational, highly 
exaggerated, almost hysterical accounts of the miserable condition of 
the working classes here. On September G lie was interviewed by 
the Kew York Tribune, and he spoke of the “ d(fslitntion, squalor, 
and wretchedness of the British working-classes,” and of “ the 
villanous extortion and the shameless oppression that are practised 
by the employers of Christian England Inwards tlioso whom th(*y 
employ,” all of which ho declares to bo duo to Eree Trade. “ The 
degradation of women, and a cruelty towards lielpless children that 
should make the ‘ atones weep,’ are also concomitants of that hideous 
fetish, Free 'frade, as such a policy has resulted in Groat Britain, or 
rather in the manufacturing districts of that kingdom.” On Sunday, 
Sept(‘mber IG, the Prems of New York published an fuldress from Mr. 
McKay to the w'orking men of America. Jlero are some of its 
headlines: “The '.rorrible Struggle for Broad all through Gn'at 
Britain;” “Hunger and Squalor Everywhen'; ” “An Appalling 
Picture of English Homes under tin* Policy of Free Trade; ” 

“ Happiness almost Unknown amid the Grinding Struggle for 
Existence.” The article was illustrat(;d by a “ Sceme in the Black 
Country,” which never existed except in ifr. McKay's imagination, 
and by pictures of women at work on coal-pit banks and at the 
forge. Mr. McKay states that he visited tin* coal-jjits and cotton 
factories of "Wigan, the chain-makers of Cradloy Heath, the London 
Docks, and various other places; and he gives what purports to bo 
a true description of the condition of the workiiig-pecJple employed. 
As a matter of fact, his statements are in the main untrue, those 
referrin|^to the workiag-classes of hlanchester, Liverjjool, and Wigail 
being rtliculously fajse; while those relating to other i)laces are so*, 
absurdly overdrawn as to be utterly unworthy of credence. Hero iS‘j 
a specimen of’*Mr. McKay’s unimpeachable veracity and judicial 
impartiality.: 

“ H^man jjfeings" d&n be fofeed to no lower depths of degradatK)n^p,nd 
despair than I witnessed in the land we call ‘ Merrie England,’ cu*'a ^fX>n- 
sequente o/ ita-economio policy, and it is with the earnest huptf that tihr 
great and prosperous country shall not be turned into a lapd^of paup^,' 
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starving working-men ami ruined industries, that I address you. If Fr^e 
Trade is to be our policy, it will not be long before the misery and suflPer- 
ing at present among the English toilers wUl be stalkirig*(!hrough this land 
too.” ■ V 

Ho concludes thus:— ’ 

“ On August 23 I steptjetl aboard the steamship bound for America—^the 
land where, thanks to Protection, Progi-ess, anH Enterprise [not Protection 
alone, then ?], the sun never shims on smh things as I had vntmssed in mig 
short stay in the land of Free Trade. Never did a weary traveller turn 
his footsteps toward his native land with such joyous feelings as did I after 
having journeyed through more misery, destitution, and poverty than was 
ever shmkled on honest labour in my own land. It was a sight, Mr. 
President Cleveland, which, if you could h.ave a2)ared the time froin your 
shrievalty duties at Biiflalo to witness, yon never would have written 
that Message to Cougi’ew which must [for over be your condemimtion 
in tlie eyas of every wjige-oiimer who looks for meat on liis table more 
than once a week, clothai on his chihlren, and a school-house for them 
instead of a factory, and a decent liome for his wife instead of a place 
at a chain-maker’s forge.” 

TJiat Mr. McKay found distress and misery among our working 
classes I do not deny ; that he found things one-half as bad as he 
represents them to bo I do deny absolutely ; and tliat the evil con¬ 
ditions which prevail among our industrial classes are due to Free 
Ti-ade is a theory so flatly opposed to all tho facts of the case that it 
could not be enteriained for a moment except where interest or 
prejudice had blinded the reason or whore passion had prodneed 
partial insanity. 1 am prepared to take the worst that even Mr. 
McKay has said about Kuglish working-people, exaggerated as it is, 
and to find in the United States, that blessed paradise of Protection, 
what will not only parallel, but surpass, it in every feature of oppres¬ 
sion and degradation; for I have facts at my command wliich will 
confonnd any Republican Protectionist who is audacious enough to 
imitate Mr. !McKay. A Mr. A. Bronchemite, of 98, Victoria Road, 
Widnes, wrote to the Ifetv Yorjc Tribune to say that he accompanied 
Mr. McKay on his tour of investigation, and that he dare not show 
him the worst. It would be interesting to know who Mr. A. Bron- 
chemito is. * 

The Republicans eagerly seized upon Mr. McKay’s unctuous cant 
about the curse of Free Trade., in England and t^e bl|issings of 
Protection in America, and m^e extensive use of elec^neering 
material. His descriptions of the women who.'^^yk on coal-pit 
banks and in chain- and nail-making, forges, with |>l«^^a.phs of them 
.,at work, .were heavily drawn upon. Patkttic arH||ps appeared in ’ 
the papets on the “ terrible story,” which was “«|^ue picture of 
induebTial life in Free-Trade England.” Heaven piously invoked 
.to ‘j'forbid th^the wives of American mechanic^ shdnld evqp bo 
'^^^pel/ed to'll^n &^’s clothes and labour as these notched ^omen 
Every go^’American woman was exhorted i^^ead thpse true 
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stories of industrial life in England, and examine the photographs of 
Great Britain’s female slaves. The American people were told that 
“ the squalor of such cities as Liverpool, Sheffield, Leeds, Manchester, 
Glasgow, and some parts of Birmingham, is terrible. The crowded 
houses, the cellars reeking in filth, and single rooms where human 
beings sleep, eat, multiply and die. And remember that the native 
IJopulation live in these horrible haunts—the skilled workmen.” ’ The 
Republican National Committee reproduced Mr. IMcKay’s photographs 
of the pit and forge women on cards, and scattered them broadcast 
by the hundred thousand. I received several of them at the great 
meeting which was addressed by Mr. Blaine in the Polo Grounds, 
Now York. On these cards the Union Jack, surmounted by the 
British crown, appeared in connection with the Democratic nomina¬ 
tions for the Presidency and Vice-Presidency, and underneatli were 
given quotations, genuine or forged, from English newspapers. These 
quotations were mostly forged, and it was somewhat significant that in 
no single case was the date given. Tlie two forged quotations which 
were most largely used purported to be from the iipcetator and the 
Times, and ran as follows : “ Grover Cleveland has done more to 
advance the cause of Free Trade tlian any Prime Minister of England 
has ever done ; ” and “ The only time England can use an Irishman is 
when ho emigrates to America and votes for Free ’J’rade.” Tlie spurious- 
noss of these “ extracts ” was exposed over and over again, but they 
were used all the same, and others added to them. One of the other 
“ quotations,” alleged to be from tlio Times, is this : 

“ When the Celt has crossed the Atlantic he logins, for the first time in 
his life, to consume the manufticturos of this country (England), an«l 
indirectly to contribute to its customs (i-oveuue). We may possibly live to 
see the day when the chief pitMluct of .Ireland will be cattle, and English 
and Scotch the majority of her population. The nine or ten million of 
.Irish who, by that time, will have settled in the United States cannot be 
less friendly to- England, and will cei-tainly be much bettor customers to 
her than they are now.” 

I have taken no pains to ascertain wliethcr this is a forgery or 
not, for its character is evident on its very face.. Underneath 
appeared the words: “Irishmen.’ Englishmen expect eveiy man of 
you to do your duty, and vote for British Free Trade.” The Ncio 
York Tiims, referring to these forgeries, said : 

“ It is not likely that there has been any parallel in our history to the 
baseness of the tactics to which the llepublican party has descended, 

and which seomS|jbo constitute its’ only method of party warfare. 

It is veiy melancholy that a once great party should see no hope for 
itself but in the success of a confidence game on the credulity of the 
American people.” 

How the Republican editors and bosses who were circulating these 
forgeries, and lies must have laughed in their sleeves at the credulity 
* New York Preos, September 16, 1888. 
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and ignorance of their dup{‘S! For they knew all the time that 
Republican employers of labour, who were contributing large sums of 
money to this campaign of mendacity, were also employing women 
under conditions which degraded and unsexed them to a degree that 
is unknown in Wigan or Cradley Heath. The average American 
elector is appallingly ignorant upon the very matters which ho ought 
to understand in order to be able to vote * hitelligontly, and this 
ignorance is dense and impenetrable to an extent which is perfectly 
amazing. None know this so well as the voracious professional 
politicians who prey upon liim. Nevei’, probably, in the world’s 
history were so many professedly enlightened people gulled and 
fooled at any one time as in the United States during the recent 
Presidential campaign. 

I had hoped to be abh> to illustrate somewhat more copiously 
than I have done, by extracts from Republican lit«‘.rature, the tactics 
which were resorted to by the Republican Party in order to utilize 
for their own ends the Anglophobia which prevails in the United 
States, but the mass of such material on my hands is so vast that I 
must perforce, from considerations of space, reserve it for treatment 
on a future occasion. Witliin the limits of this pajier I can only 
deal with two more points—viz., the attitude of the American-Irish, 
and the Sackvillo incident. 

While in New York I saw' Mr. I*atrick Ford, who endeavoured to 
convince me that Free Trade was tlu^ prime cause of all the wars in 
which I'lugland has been engaged since the repeal of the Corn Laws, 
and that if the United States adopted Free Trade they, too, would 
find themselves involved in wars all over the world. A wilder theory 
was never propounded. Mr. Ford, and those w’ho work with him, 
formed an “ Anti-Cleveland and Protective League,'’ and this body 
(whether it was large or small, I know not) displayed a gocxl deal of 
activity, and seemed to be provided with ample funds from tho 
Republican Treasury. There was also an Irish “ Anti-Free Trade 
League.” Whenever Mr. Blaine visited Now York Mr. Patrick Ford 
was closeted with him. They drove together in the same, carriage 
when Mr. Blaine addressed a meetmg in the Polo Grounds, and on 
several other occasions they were together under circumstances which 
indicated that they were on very*intimate terms. Mr. Ford was the 
prime mover in the organization of the mass meeting of “ Blaine 
Irishmen,” which was held at Madison Square Garden on October 25, 
and which I attended. The whole tone of t^is ga^ering towards 
England was intensely bitter. Here are two of the mottoes which 
were displayed: “ Every Irishman who votes for Free Tmde is a 
practical ally of England;” “I have claimed for Ireland’s Parlia¬ 
ment power t(x protect Ireland’s industries.”— Charles Stewasit 
Parnell. In the address which was read to the meeting, and signed 
“ Patrick Ford,” the following sentiments were expressed; " We are 
VoL. 130.—^No. 6. 30' 
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here to-night not as Irishmen to consult for the interests of Ireland, 
but as Americans to discuss American affairs with American ends in 
view ; ” “ The great leader of the Irish people, as a practical man, 
has openly declared for Protection. Parnell demands an Irish Par¬ 
liament, not a Parliament in name but in reality. He demands an 
Irish Parliament that will have power to foster and protect Irish 
labour, and make Ireland industrially independent of England and 
all foreign nations. With Parnell all that is national in Ireland is 
in hearty agreement; ” “ With the sentiment of filial affection that 
wo cherish for our motherland, and of loyal, unswerving devotion to 
1 he land of our adoption, there issues also a sentiment of undying 
hostility to that evil power which is called England, and which has 
been the traditional enemy of both Ireland and America. The 
assaults of this evil power upon our independence and prosperity, 
although changed in method, is persistent and unceasing [I quote 
verbatim^. Thi’ough her mouthpiece, the London Times, England has 
served notice that she ‘ intends to break down the Protective system 
in the United States and substit.ut(‘. the British system.’ To that 
English declaration of war the American people will respond on the 
Cth of November m'xt.” 

Patrick Egan was th(< first speaker, but he spoke in dumb show, 
and was finally liowh'd down. But he had previously stated his 
views on the blighting effects of Free I’rade in Ireland, through the 
columns of the Xem Yoric Tribune. In this article he says that the 
“ Free Trade for which the Irish Parliament so enthusiastically and 
so determinedly contended was not the ‘ Free Trade ’ of the 
Cobden Club, but freedom, to trade! ” The thesis which he en¬ 
deavours to prove is that h’roe Trade has been the curse and ruin of 
Ireland : “ It was in order to take away the power to protect Irish 
industries and to establish Free Trade between England and Ireland 
in the interest of English manufacturers, that Pitt worked out the 
accursed Union, the cause of all the degradation and misery and 
heartburnings of the Irish people for the last eighty-eight years ; ” 
and “ the English people are ]*u.st what the French contemptuously 
call them, *a nation of shopkeepers,’ and, pursue English policy 
where you will around the globe, you will find it, in every clime and 
in every instance, moved and directed by some commercial interest, 
dear to the heart, of the English shopkeeper, and worked out by 
chicanery. So it was, and is, in England’s relations to Ireland.” 
Mr. Egan also tells us in thi.s article that, three years ago, Mr. 
Parnell “ claimed that the Home Eule Bill, then about to be formu¬ 
lated for Ireland, should give to Ireland the right to protect Irish 
manufactures—at least for a limited period—but. so great was the 
^larm arouse^ among the English ‘ shopkeepers ’ .and the Liberal 
Cobden’ Club Free Traders, that he has not dared to say one word 
'ndorii bn the subject \ ” and then he adds : ^*=In Ireland my cqontiy- 



Anglophobia in the United States. 751 

men aro struggling for protection for Irish labour, protection for 
Irish manufactures and commerce, protection for Irish homes; while 
Irish landlords, English monopolists, and Cobden Club theorists, want 
Free Trade in Irish eviction, Free Trade in Irish land. Free Trade in 
Irish labour, and a free market for English manufactures in Ireland.” 
Mr. Egan’s speech in Madison Square Garden, so far as I read it (for 
it was perfectly inaudible) was in the same strain. 

Mr. Blaine’s speech was as bitter towai'ds England as those of his 
Irish intimates. It was audible to the majority present, and was 
delivered with animation; but to call Mr. Blaine an orator would be 
an exaggerated compliment. In this country lie would rank as a 
third-rate speaker. Of genius there was not a single trace in this 
twenty minutes’ address, nor in any of the addresses which he 
delivered during the canijiaigu, all of which I read. After Mr. 
Blaine’s speech, Mr. Lewis Barker, of Maine, said that England had 

got to take her liands from the thinats of Irishmen, who aro going 
to keep her out of the United Stati's by voting for Benjamin 
Harrison; ” and Judge Brennan, of Iowa, said ; “ We are going to 
make it a fair stand-up fight botwc'cu England and America, and 
sliow tliat as Irishmen and Irish Amorioaus we will not let 
England destroy the industries of this country as she did those of 
Ireland.” 

The Npac York T'mM, commenting upon this meeting, said that, 
although dec(‘nt Republicans had often had to blush for their party, 
it was ■' doubtful whether any one thing had happened that was 
better calculated to disgust such Republicans than Iho meeting of 
‘ Blaine Irishmen ’ at Madison Square Garden, which James E. Blaine 
addressed, and over which Pat Ford presided.” It further charac¬ 
terized the meeting as 

^‘the cuhiunation in this (uty of this disgraceful attempt to (hdjjiuch American 
politics into a sequel of Irish grievances. We have looked over the list, a 
<‘()lumn long, of the Vico-Pi*esi(lents of the meeting, the men who ai*e put 
forward at every public meeting as the most presentable members of the party 
to which they telong. The list may contain the names of some obscure 
but rci'pcctablo citizens. It certainly contains the names of many male¬ 
factors and blackguards who disgrace the Irish name. All the names in it 
that are know-n to us aro known by disrepute. Inspector Byrnes is probably 
the most competent person in Kew York to analyze this list. It is suffident 
to say of it that it does not contain the name of a single one of the residents 
of this city of Iiish birth or parentage who have done honour to their race 

in the public, professional, business, or social life of New York.Is 

there any American who can consider without disgust this meeting of dyna¬ 
miters, presided over by a collector of ‘ emergency funds,’ and exhorted by 
an American politician who has been Secretaiy of State and the candidate of 
his party for the Presidency, to shape their political action, as if Americans 
hod nothing else to do in the world but to hate England 1”^ 

This journal further expressed the opinion that the meeting would 

t 

* New York Timet, October 2^, 1888. ; 
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prove a boomerang in the hands of its Republican promoters, and 
that such a meeting and such a speech would “ repel more patriotic 
and self-i'especting voters than it would attract voters of the class 
to which its constitution’and its proceedings appealed."’ Therein the 
Tinus has proved to be in the wrong, for this meeting is bt'lioved to 
have had a good •deal to do with the cariying of New York by the 
Republicans. Notwithstanding the character of the promoters of 
this meeting, -Mr. Blaine not only patronized it in the most ostenta¬ 
tious manner, but General Harrison sent a telegram, in which ho 
congratulated Ford & Co. upon the “magnificent impulse their intelli¬ 
gent zeal had given to the cause of Protection in this campaign.” 
The General is incapable of a joke, or on(' might think that this was 
“ rote sarcastic.” 

There is much food for reflection in what has been said alwut the 
American-Irish, especially for Liberal Home Rulers. As a friend of 
Ireland, a Radical, and a Homo Ruler of the most pronounced type; 
as one Avho, both as a political lecturer and a Radical candidate for 
Parliament, has ailvocated self-government for Ireland, I am prepared 
to say that if the Irish tail in the United States is to wag the Par- 
nellit(i dog in this country ; if Liberal Free Traders are to bo placed 
in the same category as Irish evictors and landlords, and covered with 
scorn and obloquy by tlie very men wliom they are stiiving to help; 
then we shall have to reconsider Our position. And if the English 
Liberals and the Irish Nationalists again become estranged, the latter 
may bid farewell to all hope of obtaining Home Rule during the present 
century. 

The SackAulle incident played a large part in the meeting on 
which I have been commenting. Lord Sackville’s letter had been 
published a day or two before, and copies of it, printed on card¬ 
board and in bold type, and surmounted by the Royal arms, were 
distributed broadcast through the meeting. Mr. Blaine, who had 
probably known all about the letter for six or eight weeks, seized 
upon the subject with avidity, and used it in such a way as to 
make it as offensive as possible to England, in order to win the 
support of his Irish hearers: “ Three Ministers to the United States, 
certainly two, have liad their walking papers for an offence loss grave 

than that.I tell you this was done to bring the whole British 

vote to Mr. Cleveland's support.Are we to have a British 

Minister telling Americans what they shall do in their national 
contests ? ” 

Though I was in America when this incident occurred, and 
diligently read all that was published respecting it, I have never 
been able to get to the bottom of the matter. Who “ Mi\ Murchi¬ 
son ” (the writer of the letter to Lord Sackville) is I do not know 
to this day. It has been stated that he is a lend fide resident of 
Pontoniv, Caliibrnia, whence the letter was dated; but in support of 
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tliis no satisfactory evidence has been adduced. As as my 
information goes at present, “ Mr. Murchison ” is the reporter of a 
Republican paper at Los Angeles. This is the belief in I*omona 
itself, and a Nexo York IL&rald reporter, who sought “ Charles F. 
Murchison ” in Pomona, was unable lo discover any such person. 
The probability is, therefore, that the whole thing was a “ put-up 
job,” that a trick was played on Lord Sackville, and if this be so it 
is about the dirtiest piece of business that has been exposed to the 
world for many a long year. 

The treatment of this incident by Americans of all parties was a 
gross breach of international courtesy, to say nothing of neighbourly 
good-will. “ Bounce Sackville,” “ Sackville Sacked,” “ Good-bye 
to Sackville,” W('.re among the headlines that appeared in the papers. 
Peo[)lo asst'inbled to a('o the Atlantic steamers sail for England would 
shout to the passengers, “ Have you seen Sackville ?” and think it a 
good joke. Every feature of the matter was marked by bad breeding, 
and tho worst of it was that the Americans prided themselves on 
their bad manners. Lord Sackville was even sneered at for imagining 
that any injunction of privacy would be respcct(*d in the United 
States, or, in other words, for supposing that in writing to an 
American corr('S])ondent he was dealing with a gentleman. It turns 
out that he ilid niak<' a inustako in cherishing such a belief, but it 
was a very creditable one. Surely it is adding insult to injury to 
divulge a man’s private communication, and then laugh at him for 
being sucli a fool as to believe in your honour! Tho American 
news])a]ier press, as a whole, is not at its best calculated to command 
the admiration of an <'dncat.('d Englishman, but probably it never 
showed to such littlo advantage as in its treatment of this Sackville 
incident. 'riic Cincinnati Comvicrdal Chvxttc (edited by Murat 
Halstead, I believe, a Republican lesider) printed a portrait of Lord 
Sjickville and a picture, of the British crown, and followed them with 
no less than nineteen lu*adlines, which can only be compared to the 
shrieks of a woman suffering from hysteria. Tho Nm York H&rald 
(Democratic) was not much better. The Tribune (Republican) 
followed suit, and stigmatized Lord Sackville as a “ British Election 
Agent.” Even tho usually (comparatively) sober Times turned 
giddy. Every American journal not only condemned Lord Sackville, 
but did it in a style which conveyed the impression that they wished 
to bo as offensive as possible to England. But not one of them, so 
far as I saw, uttered a word in condemnation of tho action of the 
man who published a letter marked “ Privat6.” Apparently this is 
quite compatible with the American code of honour. 

President Cleveland and Secretary Bayard are quite as deserving 
of censure as the journalists. They made representations on the 
subject to the British Government, but before our Government had 
time to take action, they, with indecent haste, decided to give the 
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British Minister at Washington his passports. The manner and 
motive o£ doing this were oven more ohjectionabh'. than the thing 
itself. On October the 27th, the day after Ford’s meeting, and 
almost before Lord Salisbury had received Secretary Bayard’s tele¬ 
grams, President Cleveland assured two Boston Irishmen, John 
Boyle O’Reilly and fJeneral Patrick Collins, who were closeted with 
him in Secretary Whitney’s house, that he would hold no further in¬ 
tercourse with Lord Sackville and had decided upon his dismissal. 
And of course Mr. Cleveland permitted himself to act in this dis¬ 
creditable way from the pitiful motive of trying to win the Irish 
vote. Moreover, Mr. Phelps, when he first laid the views of his 
Government before Lord Salisbury, stated that little importance was 
attached to Lord Sackvillo’s letter, .but he laid great stress upon 
what the Minister had said in an interview. Lord Salisbury very 
naturally asked for a report of the Minister’s utterances, and Mr. 
Phelps promised to obtain one; but before ho had time to do this 
he received a notification that the President and his Cabinet had 
peremptorily closed tlu'. incident by giving Lord Sackville his pass¬ 
ports. Yet even the most moderate and fair-minded of the 
Americans contend that President Cleveland acted with forbearance 
and dignity! It seems hopeless to expect rational conduct from 
Americans where England is concerned. 

Even in this country it is the' fashion for everybody to blame 
Lord Sackville; but 1 for one am not ashamed to say that I think 
him wholly free from blame in this matter. Lord Salisbury is un¬ 
doubtedly right in his contention that tlie British Minister had the 
right, in his private capacity, to express his private opinion on the 
political affairs of the country to w’hich ho was accredited. This is 
all that he did. To say that he interfered in American politics is 
utter nonsense. • What he did was to write a private letter as an 
English gentleman, to a correspondent whomihe mistakenly supposed 
to be a gentleman also. The publication of liis letter was obviously 
against his wish, and was a gross breach of faith and honour. Lord 
Sackville has been very scurvily treated from first to last, and by all 
parties. He was first made the victim of a political adventurer; 
then he was insultingly dismissed by the American Governm('nt 
from partisan motives; the British Government tamely permitted him 
to be thus sacrificed; and his countrymen withheld from him their 
sympathy. 

When I arrived home on November 9, I found that the Sackville 
incident was attracting a good deal of attention. On the evening 
of that day, at the Guildhall banquet. Lord Salisbury referred to the 
subject in a bantering tone. lie said: “ Events have taken place 
which belong, I think, rather to the history of electioneering than to 
the history of diplomacy.” And he added: “ I think I am entitle 
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to say, after wliat took place on Tuesday, that the statesmen who 
rule in Washington have not commended themselves to the approval 
of the people of the United States,” Now, if this had any point at 
all, it meant that the American electors had preferred Harrison to 
CTeveland because the latter had, for electioneering purposes, dis¬ 
played indecent haste in giving Lord Sackville his passports. Yet 
the result of the election really tells quite in the opposite direction. 
The letter was drawn from Lord Sackville by a Eepublican trick; it 
was used by the Republicans as a campaign document; and a majority 
of the American people, by electing Harrison, have shown that they 
approve of these Republican tactics. The (London) Times, of Nov. 8, 
referring to the result of tho Presidential election, says: “We cannot 
profess particularly to regret an (went which may bo regarded as the 
appropriate penalty for a discreditable subservience to the meanest 
influences in American politics and a culpable neglect of the decencies 
of international intercourae.” This betrays ignorance of tho real 
facts of th(i case, and of the temper of the American people. Mr. 
Cleveland’s action with regard to I^ord Sackville would win hiTn 
votes rather than forfeit them. The victory has been won by those 
who were most subservient to the “ meanest influences of American 
politics.” Tilt! Tall Mall Gazette of November 10, referring to the 
I’remier’s remark at tho Guildhall, already quoted, speaks of it as 
“ a covei't exultant'reference to the defeat of President Cleveland;” 
and it declares that tho remark was “ unworthy of an Englishman, 
savouring as it does of gloating over a man when he is down. That 
is never very lovely, and when yon have helped, unintentionally, to 
trip him nii, it is still more objectionable.” Hut in what way did 
Lord Salisbury help to trip Mr. Cleveland up ? In no way at all, as 
far us my knowledge goes. President Cleveland, so far as his action 
towards Lord Sackville is concerned, is utterly undeserving of a shred 
of English sympathy. 

The question now is—What is to be done ? My own mind is 
clear on the point. If Lord Sackville is driven from Washington no 
successor should be appointed ; our embassy should be withdrawn; 
and all diplomatic intercourse with the United States suspended until 
the politicians of that country, at all events those of them who hold 
Cabinet office, leara how to behave themselves like gentlemen. This 
would not lead to war, and it would be an impressive rebuke, adminis¬ 
tered before the eyes of the whole world, of that insufferable arro¬ 
gance which is rapidly rendering the Americans odious in the eyes 
of other nations. No greater service could be done to the Americans 
themselves than to give them this much-needed lesson in humility; 
and though the present generation of American? would curse us for 
doing it, a future generation would rise up to call us blessed. Eng¬ 
land has rendered many signal services to the great Republic of the 
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West. From her the Americans have inherited those robust qualities 
•which have contributed more than anything else to make them great. 
If now the mother-country can illipart .to her somewhat imperious 
and ungrateful child those higher qualities which adorn and ennoble 
character, and which she herself, ■ spfrte of her rugged exterior, 
exemplifies in so emineztt a degree, she will have rendered the most 
signal service of all, for die trill h|i^ bestow'ed upon her otfspring 
’^e crown of beauty which .afei^oe softens and perfects strength. 
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